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Introductory essay 

Bernard Williams 

'I w""ld not u~ anyonelo read Ihi, book exceptthOK who . re able and 
willing 10 meditale ","""sty wilh me', O¢Karl" says '0 his .ude .. in <he 
,,",face (1'. 11 , below), and lie makes il dU'lha, he mean. the M~d;""io1I. 
no{ 10 be a "eati.." a mere exposition of philosophical ",aSOnS and.;on­
elusions, but nlthe. an uetdse in .hinking, pr...,nted as an encourage­
mall .nd aguide 10 rude .. who wil1think p!.ilo<ophically .hemsel~. Its 
thoughts, cotrl:lpondingly, are pr...,nled a5 Ihey mighl be conducted by 
iu .uthor _ ot ro,h •• , as though .hey we.e being conducted at tile very 
moment at which you rud them. Indttd, th. 'I" who i. haYing Ih..., 
thoUghll may lie yourself. Although we Ue conscious, in reading <h. 
MN;l4rio~., Ihat they were w.inen by a parti""lar person, R .... 
DcianCl, and al a particular time, about "~o, the 'I" thaI appean 
throughout them from Ihe finl ",n,en« on docs not lpecifically rep.esenl 
<hat person: il ,ep • ...,nll anyon< who will l UI' inlO Ihe position it mark ... 
the position of the Ihinke. who i. prepared 10 U'COn,idc. and .«ast hn 0. 
lie, belief., as Descartes .upposed w. mighl, from Ihe ground up. 

Thn T il diffiormt, tllen, from <h. 'I· lhat o«un in the R.4'Ii4 10 IIIe 
Objutio7lS. (E>rtracu from boIh of Ihne also appea' in 1M volurroe; how 
tMy came 10 he wrinm i, explaint(\ by the tra",lator in his NoI:. on the 
IOXf, p. "Iiv. ) In ,he R.4'I~., Des.i::anes speaks STraightforwardly for 
himself, and the 'I' •• p.esents lhe author of Ih. Mdi'<ltiofu. The ' I' in the 
M~d;l4tio ... themselvCl repramlS their namlO. or prot;lgonnt. WMm ""'" 
may call 'the thinker', Of cou,,", the author has 10 !<Ike tCSpoIUibiliry for 
the thinker's reflections, He takes responsibiliry boIh fo, ,lie condUCI of 
them and for the-i. outcome, where <h., includes the bel iefs 10 which we: 
.baLI have bem led if .... are persuaded by lhe ."umenu, and also the 
improved SUlCI of mind lhat the author hpects US to ",,,h by following 
hn work. Bul the author i. not answerable for <:very notion entertained by 
dI(" thinktr and for evuy tum <hal the ",flection takes on the way, The 
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""ries Qf though .. ha. an upshOl or culmination, ruched in lhot Sixth 
MNiwion, and ..,"'" Qf lhot ,hink .... '. earli .. tooughu ha .. e btf:n 
""ercomc and left behind in ,he process of reachi"ll that final poinl. 

Some Qf those woo .ubminN the Ob~mo ... found it hard 10 follow lhot 
working OUt of Ihis idea, and 10 sec how far lhe thinker had got at YJriou. 
poin .. in .h. Pf""'" 01 fe/kaion. It i •• till hafd today, and rommen· 
tators' discussions of Ihe Mtdit~lio~. often take Ihe form of asking how 
much at a gi ... n stag< Onea"n .ake. him""lf 10 hue "lablish~. ln such 
di<cussion., i. i. lH.cart~. and hi. in •• n.ion •• hat ro...., into quntion;.he 
modern obiectors addr ... themsdvn. if 1 ... direaly than the obj«lOrs 
whO$<" Ie,,", Ip!"".r in thi ... olume, to the author. It wu, .ftor all, 
IX5Can .. woo goove.hot thinker II... di •• ctions he follows. Th.re i. a sug· 
genion implicit in 'he beginning of the work thO! the thinker <k>n not 
know how it will all turn out: but that is. ~ction. 

To say that it is a fiction is not necessarily 10 $;Iy that in lermS of the 
wOfk itself it is untrue. This miglu 1..0", bun a work in whim th. think .. •• 
fictional ignonnce 01 how hi. r.Hection. would .urn OUt was ron"i",. 
ingly .unainN. To some ."tenl ;t il so, and to tha •• "tent, one 01 'M gifts 
offered to the reader by Ihi. extraordinary work i. a Irttdom.o write it 
difkremly, to .... our wi.h the thinker and end up in a differen. pia",. The 
r.writinll 01 Dr<.<an •• · .. ory in that w.y It .. <"Of1 .. i,utN • good de.1 of 
modern philosophy. 

How ..... , if would be wrong 10 .ugse .. that th. Medil4lio~. offen no 
mol" than an inviution to philosophical .. fl«tion, hy .. king ..,fM 
q .... tion. and ohowingone way in which they might be anlwered. W. a .. 
expea~, rather. to sense the autoor', guiding hand .hroughout. Modern 
r .. den may ,ake .hi, for g.an'~ .00 •• ,ily, bccau$O Il>oy undern.im.at. 
Dr<.<an .. ' intention to eng.g. the re.der in 1M argumen,. They m.y think 
of th. M.d;latio~ ... just a device that IX"""" .. chose: to g<t aero .. ,h. 
opinion.th •• we nOW find .. <fibed to him in histotiH of philosophy. It i., 
cenainly, a devicc fc:it convincing u., but;, i. more than (hot, becau$O il 
aim. 10 con .. ince u. by making u. conduct the argUfMn. our$Olv ... 

The fim f .. de~ 0/ tit. Mtdit;>cio'l' may Itave ~It the author's guiding 
pre$On", for a different rea,.,n, that they w.re consciouo of a kind of 
writing that it .. ..,mbl.d. It wa., and .. mains, a v.ry unu.ual wo.k, and 
there had n"er b«n a work of philosophy pruen'~ in ouch a form 
before. But .here did ."in, familiarly, work. of rdigiou. medita.ion, .nd 
Dr<.<aneo' book .. If-ron .. io.,,ly .... mblc:. them. like many of them, it i, 
oot.nsibly di .. ided between day. of contemplation and, again lik.tMm, it 
en.courall" and h.lp< the reader 10 Overro"", and gel rid of mislc:ading 
and seductive $Iar .. 01.1>0 $Qui,,., 0$ to arrive at an undentanding 0/ hi. 
or htr own nature and of a created being'. rela.ion. wilh God. 
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Th~ who wrole religious meditations wen: acring as guides to a spirit­

ual di5<:ipJine. [>t~.';,"n· work siyn hi, rtaden guida~ in an inrelJec.. 
tII<Il discipline. and Mips IDem 10 d~r in rhemselve5 puR intellectual 
conception. - oJ malt~r, of mind .nd of God _ from whic:h m.y wiU be 
able 10 Iorm a lruc: and unclouded understanding of the world. Th. 
inquiry in .... hich he lead. them does indeed yidel a conviction of d.e: .,.iS1-
m« of God. The,.., n no .usa" at .11 to .uppose thai Dcscartn wal inoin­
~O' in tht-~ Rligious aI~rmaliOrl$ (though ,!.wries thu _ribc to him 
o;omplu mategin of <:!«:ric h.« a mange ~pacil)' 10 lurv;ve.) WhIt i, 
true islh., the thoughts thaI Iud 10 1M$( <;ono;lusionl arc: 00'1 in me leal! 
religious in 'pir;., and God', ."i".net i. n •• bH,hed as a purely mt1aphyl­
ial condu.ion. Anything to do with. ""Iigi"",]if. or, indud, with any 
dislin.ctinly religious asp«t. of life, will have 10 come in .fte. Oneonn' 
rellcctions aR o ver. The MtdiUrriolU, thollsh they hne an analogy 10 11'11 -
dition"l medilations that btiong to the r.ligious lif., assuredly do no< 
belong to it themselves. 

A still Kfute. diff.un.cc lies in the authority with which the twO kinds 
of wo.ks w.u offeRd. The authors of religious meditations claimed auth­
ority from their O .... n (Xpcricncc, but also, most ohen, from a uligious 
office. [kscarttS ~ nOt suppose that hi. .ight fo claim a reader'. atten· 
tion lin in any SlIeramemal, traditional Of profmional poIition. His auth· 
ority.o Jl,ow us how.o .hink lin only in .his, .hor he ha. himself,;u h. 
supposes, un.covued method. of limple, clur·hcaded and rational 
inquiry wh ich all •• ason.hl. people can conduct if Ihey clear thei. minds 
of pujudicc and address themselves in a maightfotward way to lhe 
q .... tion •. No opccial rnoini"A, no uligiou. diKipliM, no knowle. of 
lexts o. of history il needed in order 10 do ,his. He was disposed to Ihink, 
in fact, thar such .hings could be an actual obstacl •. 

His iUlli~carion for beli.vinglha. hi. readers had these pow .... if only 
they could use .hem, i •• o be found in the Mtdit.motU themselves. If we 
follow Dcsarru to .he: end 01 them and "cept hi. roruidcralions, we 
.... 11 have come 10 • cone_prion 01 oul"M'lvC$ ., noli.on.l, immaterial.e1ves 
born with po.e inl.llectual ideas and • cal'"city for uasonin, which 
en.lble us 10 ,rup in basic rclp«ts ,h. nature of the world. Each 01 ... 

~ i!ldffd ."in in some kind 0 1 union with. particula. physical body. 
'My body', one says, and Descartes took this ph .... se to rqistcr a profound 
midi, th.,what one truly is, i.. mind '",aUy di.tinct' from the body. W • 
.-d IItf\$Of)' information provided throu(l:h the: body no< only 10 oumvc 
in lhc: material world, Wt 10 find ou. particuJ.r tcientific laws. But our 
own nature, the: ""i.tcncc of God and indeed the: mosrabmact KI1.IrnIfI! 
features of the: physical world jt.dl can bt discovtttd, [kscartClsuppoted. 
by directed intell~.nd rational insighl. 
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/nrmJ",tory .. say 

Among these thing. w~ diocov.r, wh.., _ dir<'Ct our intellig.nce in Ih~ 
right way. is thaI we are ~nlP who •• ~ c.pabl~ 01 making jill! .ueh dis­
coveries. and we vin insight into the wa y in which we can m.kt them. So 
w~ discover also how th. MtdUatio,u. a work of pu~ r.fl«tion aiming to 
11ft UI lrom .rror and to help u. unde"tond th ... ba~ir m.ne", ,an .uc· 
Cftd. 1" ~nd lies in i" ~nning, T>OI illS! Meause irs author knows how 
the: thinker will COm~ OUI, bul in the philosophic.l .. n .. th>l if w. under­
take to follow its method of inqui.,., our doing so. Dts<:anes suppos«l, i. 
justified by our Ming tM kind 01 ',..,>llIm that ir fin.lIy .how. u • • o M. 
Th~ .... thod deployed ond invoked in the M.diuWOIfJ works, To.n im­

ponant degr~. through a rgument, clea r chain. of ,..,.ooning. This tells u. 
something of bo .... to ,ud the book. We are asked to argue:, not merely 
through it, hut wi.h i •. B«ause of this, it ilspeciaUy appropriate thattM 
book w .. associ.ted ... ill fi", publication, wilh Ob~'liotlJ and RtpU • •. 
One.n .. h.d some political motiv.s in having th. Obiution. assembled, 
as he: 0150 did in dedicating the: book to the Sorbon".. He w.nted to h.ve 
hi. work accepted by the rcligiou. authonli ... For the: ... ",. .e. son, M did 
not welcome an the Ob~(/io". that were roll<'Cted by his friend Mer· 
senne, wh o organised the cn,rrpri .. , being .mb., •• ....! in patticula. by 
those of the English sceplic and m.t~riali" Hobbes. But wh>lev~r the: 
. ... . ogy of the publication, it wa •• rue '0 ,h •• piri. of the .....,..k, as 
Onean .. dearly beli .... ed, Ihat it should appe .. t~th.r with .rgum..,,, 
attempting to refute it or defend i •. 

II we.,.., '0 !"tad th. Mtditatio". properly. we muS! ... "",mMr th •• the 
thin ker is not .imply the aUlhor. We must nO! forget ,hat the work i •• 
carefully designed whole, of greallit •• a.,. cunning, and th>l it ra .. ly la~ 
OUt arguments in a complete Or formal way. But Ihis o:Iofs !lot mean ,h.t it 
is no. ,u".ined by argum.n" o. ,h • • arguing wi.h it i. inappropriate. II 
"",an. only th., we mu .. f~ad il carefully to find out what ill a<gllmen" 
arc, and what Oneart"';s taking for gr.nted. II _ rcfl<'Ct on wh.t h(;1 
.aking for gr.n.ed o r a.king u. by impiiation '0 .«CP', w. a .. doing put 
of what h~ invited us to do, " 'hen h ... ked ~. to meditate with him. 

A question of whal he: ill taking for granted prnenlS itself ngh, or ,he: 
beginning. 'Rea${}n now Ie. d ..... to think', he wri teS in 'M Fim 
Media'ion (p. ,~, below) 

Ih;t{ I should bold bad: my .... nl from opini"". whidJ .'" not 
complnely unain .nod ind"bitablt iust •• ","",fully a. I do from thoot 
.... hich ..... potently false. So, lor thr pu~ of n'j«ting .11 my 
opiniON. il will be enough if I find in each of them 0,1ea" 0Qm( rcuon 
lor doub!. And 10 do this I will nOl need 10 ",n through them .u 
individ .... lIy ... Once me foundotion. of • buiidins ar ... ...xrmincd. 
anything buil, on.hem ct>Ilapoc$ of i .. <>WIt accOld; so I wiU go .... ight 
for m. ba.ic ptincip\co on which .l1 my formt1" belifflruted. 
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Why doc. .. a ... n now lead him to think thi.? Everyone i. engaged in 
'rying 10 gel in/ormation about malters 0/ 'on~rn 10 him; rome, such as 
DeoanH, .r. in volved in .h. Ki.ne .. and wan' to a .. ive at sy.um.tic 
Ind rca ... ned ~liek aboul nalure, But no on. ordinarily supposes ,hallh. 
rational way to stan on thne things i •• o .hrow aw.y or loy aside all .h. 
inform •• ion on • • hinks on •• lrudy h ••. Dnan .. thinks not only th •• 
this is 11M: right course for him, bUllhl il i • ..,If-evidently the right coursc 
for him. Why should he think thi.? Why should doubl oeem the path to 
knowltd~, if lhe .. is a palh.o knowledge'l .ll? 

We mull nori~ lim Ihat.he approach i. nOt . uppow<l.o be applied 10 

tht ordin.ry .ffairs of li f • . DCK. r ... m.k .. th.1 point oyer and oy .. 
apin, ,"ying for inst.n« th •• w. must distinguish be.woen ' the actions of 
~ft· and 'the search for Il'Uth·; and in !he S)",op';, to the Mtd,.t.oriofts (p. ' I, 
be:low) he i, p .. p ... d.o u.., .uch. distinction even 10 define wh •• counts 
a, Kriouo: 'no •• ne ptUOI"I has .... r ..,riou.ly doub,ed thne ,hings'. 
H. don no' mun that the r«ulIO of hi. reflection. will nol affect ordinary 
prama or the conduct of .h. Ki.n .... On the conl1ary, this i. what h. 
hopes they will do, scmng the scim .... for ins!Once, 00 the right path. Nor 
don he think Ih.t thne reflections ... a triv;.l way of passing the lime. 
ll\(y Q!IOOf be mat, if ...... tTtlUally they could ha.elhnc ~Ql.nd scien· 
tific effects. He m.y .hink .ha. it is particularly hi. own, the au.hor·" 
u.., 0/ Ihe Doub. th.1 will have those effect" but he .1 ... be:1~voslh.t it is. 
_nhwhil. exerci.., lor any 0/ us, on~ in a lifc!ime, to take temporllrily 
the position of the thinker of such .. flccrion., .nd this will not be. trivi.l 
undertaking, ";I"'r. Indeed, h. hi"",,]f said that the meditation to wh ich 1M: 
invited 1,1$ in th. Pma« was itK1I, in its own way, ''''riou.'. 

When Descanos says Ih.t the thoughu deploying th. Doubt a .. to be 
separated from pracricallife, and in lhat sen.., tb ut only in Ihat sen..,) arc 
not '..,riou,', he is defining a special kind of intellectual project whith by 
ilS n'lUre an be: «InduCted only if it i. sep~rated from ~1l oth.r ~C"tivi,;ts, 
In ordinary life, when"'" w.nt the .lUth on a subject, w~ p~ .. ue it, n..., .. • 
arily, in a context of other thingo Ih.t w. art .iming to do, including other 
inquirios we need to m.ke. Th. pattern of our inquiries i< formed by man y 
«Innraint. On how we con sptnd ourt;me ~nd .... rgi .. , and by consider­
ation. of what we ri,k by failing to look into one thing Or spending too 
long looking into another. Thne const~nt and often implicit calculations 
of 1M economics of inquiry help to shapt ,he body 01 OUr beliefs; and Ihey 
hav~ the «In..,quenathat our be:lids, while th~y aim •• tru.h, will, in .... + 
lably, only partly .chi""e it. Dnattn conceived of a ptojtct th •• would 
~ PIl.t ly th .... reh fo r truth, and would be: ~nconstrained by any other 
objo«.ivn at all . 8ecou.., it 'empor.lrily lays a.ide the demands of pracri· 
alrationality, it hal 10 be: det.ched from pr.cti«; .nd beauS( il il con· 



"" 
cernN wilh trulh and n<Khing dst, il has 10 ,"iSt ill r.quirementl 10 ,h. 
high .. , oon«;vlbl. levol, and demand no.hing I .... ,han .Molu!" ec,· 
uinty. 

Thr ..,arch has 10 ,"k. plact oul of ,hi, world, SO 10 spea k, and il$ 
nalU~, if!; internal purl"'"'", expl.;n, why 'hi' should M. Bul 'M" is <fill. 
question abo<u its external purpooc. Why s!.ould Descants 01" "nyOM 
01"" once in a lifetime, lak. lime oul of lhe world 10 pursue thi. proja;l? 
DesclIttes <:;In rommtnd i[ 10 uS in mou than one way, but hi. own 
principal ""1.<00 i< ,hat h.r is looking lor what'" calls, af the .tart a /the 
Fim MMi,a,ion and in moor other 1'1.0,", 'foundarions' "f knnwkdg •. 
To Krv. this purpoK, ,h. Doub!: has 10 bt mnl>odical. A rd" ... 11O ,.k. 
thing. fur gnnt..:! .ha, migllr he doubtful is pan of One.nc>' S.""",J 
intellectua l method, wh ich he had imrodu«d in hi. earli", work Th. 
DUro,,,,,, " " Ih. Method, 1M Doubt is an . xlre ..... application of thaI 
ida. conditioned by th.c c;r<:u mstana1 o f The 'pc<'ial project, 1M radical 
se.",h for ~rta inty, The Doubt is deployed for defined purposes.. and 
from 1M SUrt it is under control. 

It wa. nOC • new idea IhOl scepticism might be usa! lor its beneficia l 
eff..:ts, Sceplics in the anciem world, Pyrrhonians and ochers, had ad,-Oo 
",,.d such ,..:hn i'luOS for th.i. Own pU'pel>OS; 'hei, le.chings h.d be.n 
"",i_ed since 'he Rciorm.,ion, and ".p"ul vicw. were in the ak a, ,lie 
time that Dnc.rtos wrote. Some of his critics compla ined thot material lie 
deployed, for ins,ance .!>op, the e.rors v i ,he St"nses, wo< o ld .mff. But 
DnarttS could rightly reply th.t while Sttptic;sm w" no new thing, his 
UI.( 01 i, was indeed new. When ,he Pyrrnoni.ns deployw sceptical ron­
sidora rions, it was in order!O ca lm and erad;"",. an uns'fisfiabl. urge lor 
knowledge; and ir wa. rarhe, in th i. 'Piril, sixty yea .. bofore the M, di· 
,,,/jo"., th .. Mont";g". had wrin.n. But Descartes' aim ",as pr«il.(ly the 
oppelsile, 10 pI.( sceplicism I<) help in ",quiting knowledge, and to bring 
our from a "eptical inqu iry the .esult tllat knowledg. Wai, alrer all, POOi­
ibl • . Th. Doubll'"rved that pUfpell'" by eiimin .. ;ng fal~ conception.; and 
1M fact thot il was possib~1<) pI.( il in this way and Ih.en overoo_ ilgav. 
the lunda_ntal ' .... urana fhol a prope. scit",e would have nothing fO 
fear from the dou\K<o; of m. scrpUa. ~rt .. ' Doub!: was I<) be both 
.evebtot)' and p...,..,mpli ••. 

'Foundations of knowledge' can "",an mo •• ,han 0 ... Ihing. Dncort .. 
has o ften boen l!>ought to be I'"arching lor foundation. in Ihe scnsc of 
axiom. from which th. wnole of knowledge or, mO'e particula,ly, Ih~ 
whole of ,cieoct, mighl be deduced, as io a geometrical , y".m. 10 fact, 
thi. i. rarely hi. cooctrn, and ;1 don nol 'eprescnt hi, ~nd''''allding of 
what a compleled sciener wOllId be like. Hillor;.n. classify Descar' .. . . a 
'rationalist' , bUllhi. should nol be I.\con 10 mea n that he supposed me", 
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.. Iional reAwion 10 M .nough 10 mablilh sci.'lIine (OneiU5ion,. H. wa. 
a ralionaliST, mh.r, in his .i'W5 abou, t'" origin, of ,cinlline COIICOPr.. 

H. Ihough •• hal , ... '.r",. in whit!. pny.ics should d~i~ ,h .. w",ld 
w.re giv.n 10 .. rional reAec:tion, and h • • upposed 11..", 10 be, in bet, 
purely m ..... m .. ical. It w .. only by .mpirical inv .. ligation and .xpor-
im,,"l, how ... " that .. ~ (Ould diorov.r which descriplions, rxp'HsN in 
IhOS(' I.rms, we'elru. of II.. aaual world. 

Basically, Ih. Doubl provides foundal;ons for knowl""g. beause il 
helps 10 dimina, •• ,ror. Dtscan("$' aim was no, 100 much 10 find tru,hs 
from which aU Ki.n.inc knowlrdv wuld be dodu<:fli, bUI rath.r 10 id.nl· 
ify false or doublful proposilions which were imphed by OUr ..... yday M' 
liefs and 100 mad. ,hOS(' ~Iid. ,h.mselv("$ un ... Habl •. On. belief of ,hi, 
kind wa51hal obitas in II.. txl.rn al world had JUI! the qualitiH Ihatth.." 
oerm to ha •• , .ut!. a. wlOllr. Th. Doubl hdped in .liminaling thi' v.ry 
gr ... nlrrror, which wuld th.n be .. pla<:fli by ,he: sound conviction that 
objrcu, in themselves, had only Ihe propc:rti .. u cribed to .h.m by ma.h· 
em.,jul phyuC$. On« thi. eorr« .. d view had b«n laid bart and found 
indubitablt in ,h. P'O«"$$ of ",de,ly rdkai"n, it «>uld from th.n "n se",. 
"5 a sound foundalion of "ur undrr.tanding of the wo.ld. 
Proc~;ng in Ihis way, DescanH could ind«<! 'go straight for Ihe t.;"ic 

principles on which all my formt!" Mlids resl",,'. The workings of Ih. 
Doubt art adjustrd '0 these aims. In its mos •• xtreme, 'hyprrbolical', 
furm, Ihe Douht i • .",bodird in I'" fiction (p. 1 s) thou a malicious demon, 
'of I .... ulmool power and cunning I." ... mployr<l all his .... rgies in "rd.r 10 
do-,;.,;v. me'. Thi. d.via providrs Drsc:an .. wi,h • Il>ough'~Xperimtnt 
Ihal an be generally appliN: if lhert ......... an indelinilrly powerful avDC)' 
who was miskading .... '0 lhe: grea'''' conceivable extenl, would Ihis kind 
of belid or expt.~ be correct? Thinking in Ih ... t=m;, Descan .. is led 
to idenlify wool.lracts of hi. ordinary upc:rience "" ""'Y lay asi&, SO Ihal 
he swprnds he:!ief in I"" wool. of , ... ma, ... ial world, induding his own 
bod,. 

It i. significant, how ..... , and charact .. i"ic 0/ Ihe woy in which I'" 
Mraita,;o"s unfolds, th aI Descartes do.. not itart hi. Kcplical inquiry 
wilh ,hi. Ultetnl' de,·ic •. W. afe invited I" g.1 u..,d t" oceplicallhinking 
gr.dually, by considering firsl more familiar and r.ali.lic ace .. ions of 
erro •. H. SIan. with illu.ion. of the $On ... , in which w. ",i.lake t'" shapo 
0/ a distanl tower, for in'ton«, or suppa«: a 5t""igh' Slick, panly in 
wat .. , ," ~ bent. Such .",""'pl .. ... mind u. that we ran ~ min. ken, and 
,hal ...... n by ev .. yday anons the world nerd not •• ally be as i, prtl<'Jl" 
iw:lf to OIl. pt.crption. Th .... i5liul. in Ih("$( cases, h"w.v ... to .n«>ur· 
ag.the: more g.n •• ally saplical idea ,ha, on any gi~en O(c •• ion w"'n w. 
lake "",,,,,,Iv .. 10 he: ptrcc;v;ng something. w. may ~ mi .. aken. He .hinh 
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thaI we arc led to ,h.1 further and mort" •• die.1 idea by uA«I'iOll on the 
' .rron 01 ou, dream,', The pMnomcnon of dr.aming"."" a more gen­
eral and more puzzling oaptici.m b«.usc, lim. it i.lru. (or .tlc,S! the 
saplic pretends lh.l it is true) ,h.1 anything we can perceive we can 
drt".m wt' pt:r«;ve, and, second, ,h ••• is no way of ,elling ar .he time of 
drt"aming whe,h., We art" druming or """ So i, .. cms ,h.l " any molnC'nl 
I <an uk 'how do I know that I am no,dtumingnow?', and find il hard to 
givc an 'n,we., gUI what I can do, .1 any r.,e, if ,h. question hn <XnI.red 
10 me, i. 10 'bracket' IheS<' upt"OwctS, and 11(11 commit mywl/ on 1M 
question of " .. hether lbey .'" waking experienctS which ar. rdiablc, or 
d""ms which at. delusive. 

Once [am prepared to do this, [ am wclillarted on the .apricot journey. 
So far I h,o"" r.ached only the dimibul;"" daub!, "" a..,. <I<'"""io .. 1 1M)' N 
"';S4l* ... , but rtflKting on Ihe possij);(iry Ihal I can have a Kf of 
""pe""""e. Ihal do rIO( cormpond 10 anything real, [am nearly ready 10 
take rbe srep. wilh lbe help of tbe malkious demon, to lbe final and 
coIl«tive doulx, I m.2)' M miJukm all the rime. In hi. dncrip<ion of wha. 
d",aml a.e o..c..rre:s al • .ady laYS'M ground for what is.o rome. In m. 
Sixth M"!itation (p. H) M says that M did nOf believe .hal what hi: 
Sttmed to peraive wMn M wu d",anting came 'from things Iocaled 
",u:oi(\< ...... In ~n ""eryday >enoe, cenainly, .ha. (\<ocriprion of. d,..,. m 
mUJt hi: correa. Ru •• he docription has acqui •• d some Large implicalionl 
by lbe time [ ","ch 1M last Meditation, and. having accepced the ' .... 1 
diRinaion' between mind and body, underHand that my body il iIKlf 
something 'outside me'. 

Every St.,. in the $«p<icIl P'ogtfl< should be qUHtioned. It i. at the 
beginning that all.M....do In: IOwn 01 th. philosophicallystem that hal 
come 10 life by the: end of the Med;f~tio1U. To take just one example: 01 
queslions that tM thinker', n:f1ecrions invire, do tt.esc fam about drelm· 
ing, even il we a«cpt 'MIn, .... Uy lead 10.M conclusion that [can never 
know whether I am awakd Why, in p;uticuLa., d .... the think ... toke 
dtt"aming $0 seriously for his pII'po5n, and no< madness? H. &imply dis· 
miun 1M Ikranged people who think that their hc..ds "'" malk of 
earth.,.,ware, or thillher an: pumpkins, Or malk 01 gLass (p, I J), Perhaps 
Bourdin, the author of the Seventh Objections., makes a good point in sug­
gesting ,hat the fWQ condition. should be trt .. ed tOS"Mr (po 66 ). Then: is 
of course thi' difl.,..,nce, that .h. mad an: ."umed unable 10 conduct the 
medilation at all: Ih. thinhr turn. away from them. ,,,,ats them in the 
third pe....,n. Ix:cau~ IMy cannot join him and tM realkr in thinking 
throogh tMoe things, whereas we who are the realk .. have dreams, as'M 
thinku has. But is this enough of. dille",n", ? DnartCl and hi. thinker 
Unr>Ol speak 10 u • ... ·htn wt art drtamin,. Des<;aues Sttmingly thinks 
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Ihll if we Ul Soane, wl an ~ SUre Ihal Wl art', ~n Ihough mad propk 
anl>Ot ccllthat thlY ore mad. So why "'ould the fact that wMn we are 
dreamin" wecannOltell Thot Wl au. imply that we annO< ~IUU~ aU 
awake when Wl au awake?Theu may ~ an anlwe, mthat qunnon; but 
~ lhould n<>1 In thl argumem from dreams ,0 by until Wl havl con­
slckrt"d what it might ~. 

Th. Mtdil4lio1os use the Doubt '0 lead OUt of Ihe Doulx intO kTlOWltdJe 
and a correct roncl"ption of thinp. In doin, that, they do n<>1 merely pro­
vide a SOIIOOt:r COflQ'ption: rhey "'ow that we can ruch IUch a conc~ 
tion, and dnnollllU"llthal knowkdJt' is to ~ had. The found.uiollJ thaI 
Oe$cantS believ,," him .. lf ar the lnd to have diocovered art' allO fOlln­
dalionl of the poJlibi/iry of kl>OwlodJt'. ThaI il why Ih. lCeptict$m of the 
MtdifQ/iO!u i. pu-emptive_ Oe$can .. claimed thaI he had taken ,be 
doub .. of the ocepUco fanher than Ihe KeptiCi had laken mc:m, and had 
1I«n able 10 rome OUt lhe oth.r li,k 

TIll rebuI~1 of s«ptic:ilm depend, on the existmo;e of. God who has 
erealod UI and. who iI 'no deo;ei.,.,' .If Wl do our own pan in clarifyin, our 
though .. (n think.r does in the MtdiIJJriolls) and we s«k lhe truth as 
setiouily n ~ (In, God will n<>1 allow UI 10 he lylttnlarical1y millIken. 
Howoc' hard We think aboutth ... mattcn;, however much We darify 
our undnltandin, of whaT an 'uTernal' world migh, he, Wl are left with a 
con~iaiOll thatthcrt' il IUch a world - a f;Onviaion 10 powt'rful mat il 
needed the ."'ume de~i« of the malicioul demon temporarily .0 displao;e 
it. [I would be contrary 10 the ~nevoleno;e and Ihe (rullworthines. of God 
that this con~iaion should be unm .••. 

It il "sentialthal we ",ould have done OUr own part. God eann<>1 ~ ex­
pected to underwrite tonfu$e'd tonccptionl which have nO< been carefully 
examined. If we do n<>1 aceepc .lOund intellectual diocipline, we dco;eivc 
ou""lves and arc "",ponsiblc for our errors. (This is one way in which 
Oe$can .. thinlu Ihl1 the will is involvod in belief.) Equally, God', benev­
oIc:nce don nOi suanntee w asain" every error, but only apinS! senenl 
and. 1J1lematic erro., We ,emain liable to nccuional miSlak •• , such n 
thllK 0/ dc/ecriv. pcrC<'pl:ion and also lhose of dreams, which before these 
rUllurances S«med 10 offer a Keprial Ih.lll. Particular uron are 
",used by our bodily colmilUlion, and. it is nol l urp,ilillJ thl! we should 
be lubj«l 10 Ihlm. The Keplia' threal was Ihl our mlire picture of 
thillJS might be wrong: now we have an ... urane<:, because God il no de­
ceive" mal mis cannO< be 50. 

SUI ha~ wel TIIOK who of/em! Objtctiotls wl,e only Iht 6m amons 
many 10 douhl whnhn Descartn' argum.nt IUoctodll, eYln in i .. own 
lerms. In the COUfSC of tht MtdiIJJti,,'u, lhe sceptie hu bcm allowed m 
ca" doubt, it Oftm., even on .he convictions Iha. ground thl ~licf in God . 
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This cIoubc mull be rniftW, bur how, in , .. i.ring ii, can we appeal 10.1>e 
uil'~nc~ and n'I\''''' 0/ God, without arguina in a circle? Descartes' 
aruw" to dlil obi«tion cmphuiKS thaI. doubt .boUllh. proofs of God, 
and their impliclliolU for tht validation of Our rhoughll, can be cnl .... · 
taint<! only wh,n om is nOI actually considtrinlthem . .... 11ke lim. Ih.,. 
ar. clearly con.ic!",d., ,h .... proofs .r •• uppoocd 10 br as compelling as 
any <Kher b.Ji. «,n,;n' f - ,h.\ I "'n~ ,hink wimout uisling. for 
inSlanC(', or that twi« two i. four. So when Ih, sceptic prof ..... fO do ... b! 
1M proof. of God, or any ocher .urn art.inty, it can be o nly MeIU ... he i, 
no! actually COfI.iduing ,h.m.\ ,hlll'nw:. All on. Cln do is to ,...11:, him 
back 10 ,htm; if I>e do« properly oon,id,r ,h,m, I>e will. th.n, be con­
vinctd. 

"lIlh;. Desartes de.tiy JaY>' but il i. a linl. I ... clrar what he '''putS 
us, and Ih. sceplic, 10 make of il. Hi. ido. may be lhil, that if tho laptic 
,evertS to his doubts when he hs 510pped thinking du,ly about tho 
proofs, we have UmM ,he risht by ,hen simply '0 fo",t about him. He i. 
merely inli5ling Iha, Wt go o n giving ,he anSWer _ an a1'llwe. wt indeed 
havt _ .. , one qunlion, his qu .. tion, iMttad of getting on wi,h OUr scitn· 
t;1i( inquiri .. or Other practical act;viri .. , rath.r as though we wt .. 
requ ired 10 I~nd all our lime ou, of ,ho world wi,h tho thinker. W. ha"e 
oH.red .11 .he ju"i~". rion l w e cou ld in principl. 0/1", . nd now hav •• ho 
,ishtlo .. e the dispule as one at.oul how 10 I~nd ou, time. If Ihe KCpli. 
"' .. e "ill to oli .. SOme basi. for hi. doubts, it ... m.,hat il could now lie 
only in th. idra ,hal inl.llrc,ual concentralion wa, i~lf !h. et\fmy of 
trulh, Ih3t you .,.c more likely to b< ,igh, about ,I>csc m .... " if you do nOt 
think carefully .bout Ihem ,han if you do. Thi, idea i, denied by the pro­
cedur .. of Ihe KCpt;C, as well., by ,ho$<' of ~$C2 rt"' thinker; in "amng 
on ,he Mtd;'~I;ons ,hem$<'l .... , or .ny o,h .. inquiry, we implicitly .. ject 
il. 

Modem .. aden wlll wanllO conlid .. how exactly Descartes an.wen 
the problem 01 the 'Ca" .. ;.n Cirele', .nd whethe, his 'I'IIwcr, in hi. own 
term" is a good on •. Few of them, howevlr, wiU acccpt tho$<' t.rm" Or 
ag,re thallh. Iheological foundation h. offe," fo, Kienee and everyday 
belief il conyincing. Dtscart" wal .. cry il'lli",n' th.t Kit""e it .. l/ lhould 
be thoroughly mcch.ni"ic and should nOt offf" explana,ion. in term, of 
God', purposes 0' any kind of ttlcology. In Ihis, he was one of the major 
prophcn 01 the 5CVenteenlh-cenlury Kienti~c rcv"lulion. Ytf hi. j Ul1i~· 
cotion of .he possibility of luch • sci.nce j" df lay in God, and in a kir>d of 
tokology, a conviction .ha, .he w",ld connot be lurn ,hot "u, desire to 
know mu" be ultimately mi.guided '" frumaled. Perhaps we lIill h .. e 
..,me versi"n 01 that convicti"n, but if 10, it is nut f" r th .... «alOnl, and il 
could nOt be u~ to p,ovide foundations /0' science. 
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To Descartn' contemporaries, it oeomed much more obviou, that God 
uilled and was no deceiver than thll nllutll ance wa, possible. 
Neither .he , .. =, .... nor "'" in"itu.;ono 01 mod",n "",;"no< y .. n;',~. 
For us, ocimce i. manifestly possible, and because: it i. 10, the demand i, 
leu prnsillJlthan;t oeomed.o Dcs.canes that it ,hould be jUilifi~ trom 
the IVOUnd up. We may fttl happier .han he did .0 live without foun· 
dations of knowle~. But that muSt leave uS ~n to question. of how 
tha. can be so. We n«d.o know what the an« tha, illO manifestly 
possible, il. Does i. describe a world .hat is .hen anyway, independently 
of UI? What don this qllelition itself rrl(an? How do we, with our though" 
and our bodie" fit into OUt piC"tul"e of tM na.u.al world? We anno. do 
with Descants' MNiuJliO!tJ eyoryrhinil that he hOl"'d to .chi",. with 
tMm hi_If, but Ihe.e remain many good rcason, to accept hi, invitation 
to them. 
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Genera l introduction 
The MeditaTions and Carlf5Wn Phi/o50phy 

John Cottingham 
On.:ane5' MtdiMIKms ,,~ Fim Phi/oropb, is, indisputably, rot of th~ 
g, ... e" philosophical classics of all .ime, TI>t challenge it nfkrs is in many 
ways ddini.ivt of tht philt>50pnical "nt<rprl~: .n I",ve brhind th .. 
comfortabl. wotld of inn.,iled p..,judi« .nd prtCOt'oCtived opinion; to 
,ake n<xhing for g ... nted in the det.""ina,ion to achieve ....:u,. and 
,eliable knowledge, On.:artes ,alb of 'd~molishlingJ everything cOm­
pletely and .tartlingl .gain righl f,om ,h. found • • ions', .nd for ,his 
purJlOll' h. famous ly u .... doobor, .. ,,,,,hed.o irs limi",:1$ an insrrumml 
which ~lf-deot,UC!., impelling him fo,w.,d. on ,lie jou,ney towa,d. 
ceruinry and tru.h. ' These «01",1 themes a", today part of every 
innodooMY COIl'~ in ,I>. phito...p/ly of knowledge: On.:. n",,' m .... e,­
pi~e h", .oh~ved ",n""ial " •• u. in .h.t p.rt of .ht philowphy syllabus 
we nOw call 'epistemology'. Yet for Descartes hi"","lf lhese epis'.mic 
c<>n«rns we", bu, nne P<'rt of a muoh wider proi~l. ,I>. construcrion of" 
g,.nd, all..,mhr:lcing sy<.tm of philosophy which wnuld er><nmpaS$ 
meuphy<i<:s, natural lICien«, psyd><>logy and mo,als, connec!ing .11 ,he 
objtns w;.hin 'he "'ope: uf human undet"51anding. In ,h. w<xd. of ,I>. 
f.mou, met.phar which h. deployed somt .ix years .fr., .he publicorion 
of the M,dilalium, 'th~ whole of philosophy i. like • ,!"ft. TI>t rOOl. are 
m ... physics, .ht ,runk is physic<, .nd .1>. bunch", ... alt .he OIher 
>(;"n=:1 

Dtoc.nes 5ptn. much nf hi. (Or"', occupied with wh., we would 

s.. ..... """' .. 1""""''''' ,,f ,II< !of"'~._. D<t<.",,' "'" '" ..,., ... , .nd ....... kq 
pl»looophi<ll ........ 'n ..... !of"'''''''''''', .... d;,.;.,....,j ....... Incrod"""'l" .... y "' ..... po,,,., mlu ... , tr,. _..:I w ... ...., pp. , ;; ff., . bo .... 

, "''',ip/ft of PbJok J I" rm.".",,11< fttR<h Edioion '" ''''7!A T IX. '" CSM 1 ,UJ. 
n"""p"'" "'" P"'"'' mi ..... 'Ar ....... '" ,he ".nd.o..:l F".-.;o-"',;n n:!i,.,.. 0/ 
n..c-. ..... tr,. c. Ado .und P. T ''''''''". a-, .. '" o..c.." .. , .... n:I~. I ' ......... , Pan., V Hoi 
CNR~ , ••• ..,..~ 'CSM ' m... '" ,he Er,sI,,," ...... b' ... tr,. J Comop.. ... R. So __ 
,nd D . .'1.,0100:11. n. I'Iltkw",+iotI "',~~ of ~"'" ,oir.. ,.nd" ICo","'",. 

xv,,, 



Grnrral ;"trodu,rkm 

1\OW3days call thmrrtial phy!.ia, he devisrd. radical ""10' theory of the 
naNre of maner, de~ned simply as extension in thl'ft dimensions., .nd 
fonnubfftl a numbo. of m.a.hemuical bw< describin5 .he !?lulu of 
roIlmon. of moving I"'nicles of mamr. He rhm propooed to apply these 
principles to a wide variety of s.ubjects, from cosmology and as.rotH>tny to 
phyJiolosy and medici",,; and towards 1M end of his life he planned 10 

include a science of man, which would develop prescriptions for how to 
undenund and control the workings of our bodies, and bow 10 live 
fulfillrd .nd wonhwhik livn. Examining lhe ""'~ of [)n,;artes'li~, and 
the con",,,. in which rhe Meditatio". was w.inm, helps uS ~~ Our 
understanding of th~ mttaphy,ic.1 .nd epi""""'logkal .k"",,, of his mos. 
famous booII by Ifting how they fil into the broader pMowphkal.y.rem 
which M devoted hi, lift to crea.ing. 

Rent Descannwa. born in France",,}, March '$9~ in tM small town 
of La HaY" (now rmamed 'DeSC'lnu'l, sornt ~fty kilomnm south of 
Tours. Not a very great deal is known of his e.rly life, but it Iftms lihly 
1 .... 1 his (hildhood was no( a I"'rricul.r1y happy OM. Hi. he.lth wa. poor, 
and heappears not 10 have g<K on Vn'}' _U with hi. father,Joachim, who 
was often lway discharging hi. duties as Co..n..,llor al the Parliament of 
Brinany. Relations between the twO in bter life were curainly strained, 
and when Rent ..,nl hi. fuhcr • ropy of hi. first published book lhe 
father'. ooly reporm:ireaction was , .... , he W", displeasrd 10 havt: a son 
'idiotic enough to havt: him..,lf bound in vellum'.' Dtocarm' m<l{hcr d;ed, 
in (hildbirth,. Y"ar aru.r hi. own binh,' .nd he 10'", looked aft.r by hi. 
maternal grandm<KMr until, al the age of 1m, M was senl away as a 
boarding pupil to 1M recenlly founded Jnui. rolkgt of La FIicbe in 
Anjou, where he remair>ed for eight or nine years. During Dtocanu' lime 
lhere lhe school was madiJy building up a I'q>ulation for ex~llmce (he 
brer described i, as 'one of the most famous schooLs in Europe"); pupil. 
followed a romprel!ensivc curriculum which included dassicllli'e"'ture 
and mlditional tlassi<;s.ballC'd .ubjKlS .och as history and rlIctorie. as well 
as, in the ..,nior years, higher ma,hemaric:s and philOSOj)hy. The approach 
to philosophy employed by Dncorrn' .. ,chm belonged (0 10' .... , ...... now 

Com/:oridt< l' . ,,,...., ....... 19'" ond 'CSM"- ... 01. ,,~ n. C:orm~""" bf .... 
..... uo.nsl.oron and .4.. """'1 (Cambt'odp, Cambndp- u.........,. rr.... ' ff' I. Fo. .... 
..... ohio< /ll<dilooioov. ... 'No<. on ....... '" and ..... ,randaOOn-. 1'1'. I.iii. .......... 

l Cf. AT." "I,oMHJ-" 
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know a. lhe '",hola.ric' Iradilion; Ihal is to say, il wa. based on broadly 
Ari'lordian prin<iples, ad.p{w in an anmlpl 10 mak~ Ih~m cons;stenl 
wilh lhe d.mands of Chrislian o"hodo~y, and eI.ooralw o'~r many 
emlu,ies by • hosl of Ita,,,,,d (om~nta!O .. _ o...cart.,' I.ac ..... at La 
FI«M woold h.vo!>ttn won "".Std in ,uch rom"",nl •• ies, .nd would al,o 
hay. made 01 .. of compendious 1. ~Ibooh lik. th. S,,"'''''' PhilruophiM 
Q"QiI,ipartira, a four ' part ' .... ri .. by a norw conl.mporary xhol' 5Iic, 
[u"achiu •• S.nelo Paulo. which providtd a rompkle p/lilO$Ollhicill 
'ySf.m, including logic , """'.physics, mot':i\l philosophy and 'natu",1 
p/liIOSOj>hy' or p/lysics.· Descanes w., "'" impres .. d wilh lhe philosophy 
lit I .... nw ., ",1>001, .nd I .. "" w",'e 'hat the $uhjocl, despile hring 
'eu llivalw for many anru.ies by ,he mosc rxctlkn, mind." con .. intd no 
point which was n01 'dispurw and h.nc. doob,fol' . Th. '.ha ky 
foundalion,' of Ihe ,,,,dirional ' rSfem "",.m, in hi. vi.w, Ih., all ,he 
'pe<:ific scime .. built on lhem ........ equally '01'1""'1: 

Tn ,1>'0, ahou' h.lf...· .. y {hmugh Desc;r" .. ' 'ime al La Fi«he, lhe 
Collrge markw Ih. d..,h of ilS foun<k., Henry IV, wi,1> a .. ri .. of grand 
obst"'. ncn, including Ih. r«iling of poelM, ...... of which ha iW ,he 
~nt discovery by Galileo of 1M moon. of Jupil.r ( ... ·hieh 'brighton«! Ih. 
gloom of the King', <k.,h 'I.· W. do <>01 know wh., part if any ~."'" 
pI. yM in ,~"""",><>n;'" I,hough. ... "", h ... . uSS .... d ,hat h. wa •• h. 
aUlho. of Ih. poem honouring Galileoi: wh., i, e.n.in is ,hal G. li lw's 
diKOv",,,, ... m. in due COOllY 10 be wi<kly acknowlwgW as , ,,ong 
.~periment.1 ,uppon for the new Copernican cosmology, <klh"",ing Ihe 
.anh from ilS privi\tged pl<lce al ,he centre of Ih. un;v.1Y - a . hift which, 
mo'" ,han any other, ha •• ub>rqucnrly come .0 be 5C<n as ""nlr.1 '0 'M 
philosoph;"'1 and ""i~nrific ""'olm;on of 1M ~arl y mod.rn period. 
Dcscanes him .. lf w .. 10 bc<ome a convinced if cout;oo. adhe,rnl of Ih. 
now beliQ(ftlrric modo!, and hi. (twn sOftI\ific ClIree .... ·a' '0 inl.rtwine, 01 
a (rue;.i point, wilh Ihal of Galileo. By hi. tal' Ihirties Dcsc.n .. had 
produced a (omp ... bensi,·. I .... , i .. on cosmology and phy.ic., I.e Mo .. de 
ITho World or Th. U .. ;"", ... ), which appliw .-cd""i .. mechon;"'1 
principles 10 lhe e~pl an.lion of. wide variety of ~leslial and ,",resrrial 
phonomon. ; in Ihe Cour .. of Ih. work (Ihough .... fully insisting Ih.I ;1 
wa. on o«ounl of how Ihing< migh, h ..... oIved in an imaginary 
univolY) he placn Ih •• un allh. ~ntr. of lhe plan.tary .y" .m. ' But on 
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.. , 
h~~ri"8 of.he (ond<mn~,inn of Galilro by ,he Inqu;sinon for advoc'I1ing 
rht t.cliocentnc hypothesi .. DeKanes dn:idW to withdraw hi, own 
,reari"" from publiCI.inn. 'I dni", fO li ve in r<~', he wrote 10 hi, Irion<! 
and chid correspondem, Marin MC!YnM.' 
~ cautious and reclusiv. anitud. which bealTlt typi<1l l of o...c.r'ts' 

midd~ Y"'" w .. in some resp«ts al odd. with 1M rath.r more act;ve and 
o utgoing tift h. pursuN in his twemic-s. Aft ... taking a la w dew« a' 
P";,i~ at tn. a~ of twenty·two [kscanes wml to Holland and enrolkd 
in ,h •• ,my of Prince Maurice of Nassau; this was , .... p«ludt fo •• snies 
of If.vd. in Eu"'S"', inspim:i by ,he r¢$(>!ve, a. Descants lam' put iI, '10 
s«k no knowledge other than Iha, which could be found in m)'K'l/ or d ... 
in ,ht &"'., book of ,he world', " The rnmmml .Ugge>tS .ha! hi, motive 
for choosirlll ,h. sokli ... ', 1;~ was ,h. p,ospt'C! for tnvel it alferN. tllougb 
in I.,or lift M rommm,hI 3ciJly ,ha. the chid anr:action of a milit<lry 
c.!I'tt, for 1M y<:>ung W3S tl>r opportunity i, provided for ' idkneu and 
deba",,""'1"' " A, .11 tvmrs, ,h. mo", significant ","ph of hi. initial 
j .... rmy 10 Holl.nd wa. ,"" frien<khip Dn.can .. formtd wi,h ,he DUI(h 
ma,hemarician 1 ... ( B..eckman, " 'hom he met .ccid<ntally in ,618, 
B..eckman m.de Descanes pany 10. number of projects on whic:h he was 
working in pu .. and .pplied matl>rmarics, and waS described by Descan .. 
in lerm, reminiscenr of th .... laror u...d by Imman uel K.m when n.. 
acknowledged HUIm.s rhe one who had ,ou...d him from his 'dogmatic 
oIumbo"', 'You .Iom', Desc .. Iti w[O{e to Beeckman in .6t9, 'roused me: 
from my su~ of indo!w«'; in anorhe, 1m .. , he spoke of rhe: 'gigantic 
ruk' whieh, in.pired by Beeckman', idta., ..., had lit! himself: 'hat uf 
d<vising a merhnd which would provid< '. , .... "') ."Iu, ion of.1I possible 
""iu.tions involving .ny."n of quamity', ' Dacanes conlinl>e<i to work 
on arithmetic, .I~br. and gcomet'1' (and rhe .. laliQnship b"tWttft ,hem) 
for much of ,..., following decad<, and ir was '0 bet"", .. a ccnt",ltheme of 
his later phi\o$ophy rhar m.rhemarics ~ rl>r kind of precision and 
c.nain'y which rhe "aditiona) philosophy bo had leamr a! school 
conspicuously lacked. M.tl>rmarics was a p"",digm of what Desc.nes 
ca ..... to .all.rimr;" • ,moine and ,y.1tm.,ic knowledg. b • ...d on .. liable 
principles, 

Descanes' e.rli .. , work, ,he Com~"di .. ", M ... .:c.:., writfm in .6, H 
and dedi<ated 10 B..eckman, applied qu.nli'ative p,inciples 10 ,n. .. udy of 
mu.ic.1 harm<MlY and diSSC>nanc. , Bur ,he wider significance which 
ma,hematical ft'a.""ing 10,", came: to havo for Descanes consi5led in irs 



btinA a Ill<XIeIIor ~II human undeBt~nding, 'l'l>ow.long chains compooW 
of Vtry simplt and nsy rt'uonings, which seometen customuily u ... to 
arrive a •• htir mo<t dilficu\. demonwations. had Aiv..., ITI<' occuion to 
suppooe thot all .he .hings which fall wi.hin .~ Kopt' of human 
knowkdge .re interconnected in t~ ... me way .,\, Thi. ambitious vi.ion of 
a new Ill<XIeIIor t~ sciences was probably "'aped Ind nunurN over a 
number of y.an, but according to Desanos himself it look root in hi. 
mind altor an e~lraordinary expenence which occurred during his 
European frav.ls. 

On '0 November .6'9 Dtscanes found him ... )! dosned in a ·!foy .... 
healrd room·lJ1tMkl in. town in somhtrn ~m.ny. w~ alttr a d.ty of 
int...,se medi.ation, ~ fellnl«p and had a ..nos of thr ... "rikingly vivid 
d",.ms. ln t~ first, ~ was a .. ailed by phon,,,",, and a vioLent whirlwind, 
,oolc reluge in a college, where he Itird 10 reach .he chapel, and was 
grtt,ed by a friend wl>o gave him a pfC$tnt which he took.o be. 'melon 
brought lrom a l'<>Kign country'. As he woke up he Id," sharp pain in his 
silk which made him lea, .ha' an 'evil demon w. , "ying to dec.-ive him'; 
such was ,h. toenSoC of dre.d produced by th. drelm thl' he loy .wak. for 
... veral hours. In ,he seoond dream he heard. lerrible noi ... like. 
thunderdap, and $OW. shower 01 brigh' sparks. whereupon he awoke a. 
once, still in a OIate o f 'erro'. The la .. and moSf complex dream involvrd 
,he appearance .nd disappearance of various books on a .able: fim an 
mcyd"",.di •• which h. though, might be 'v...,. uSoCful to him'; then an 
an,h<>losr of poetry oonuining ,he Pythagorean mono lor "u,h and 
/:aliiI)', 'BI ., _', and an ode of Ausonius beginning Q .. od vittle 
secu"". i,,,,, I'WhI' rood in life ,han 1 follow,'); and fj""lIy la feer along 
dialogue with • s .. anger abou, ,h. con'en" 01 ,h. book.j 'he 
<'I1<:yClop.edia apin, ,hi. lime incomplete. As he began to wake up, he 
immediately mned ;n,erprt',iOSl ,~dr.am, ,h. mos, ,ignihc;lnl Iu,ure 
being ,he mcydopaedia, which I>t took lor I symbol of'Mw ,he scirn«'S 
are linked together'. The upshot of 'hi' nigh, of troubled vi.ion, wllth., 
Dtscanes heame convinced tha, hi' own Iii.', journey should be devoted 
to completing ,he 'encyclopaedia': his mission was to found a JlCw and 
comprchen.;v~ philosophical and scientific 'y""m." 

Return ing '0 Paris afeer hi. ,ravels, o..sclnn began work 011 a ".ati", 
in urin ~nti.lrd Rtgulat ad Dj,tctiontm IlIg""i, the R"lts {O, 1M 
Di"cr;on of o"r NalM IlIul/igmu. Though ""ve. complned lInd "",,vrr 
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publishtd during his lifmmel. thc Reguwe in~ ugura,,,, the pro)«'I'. 

glimp$«! in Dc«:art ... · d~"m, of founding a uni,ersal s<cienti~, sys.em. 
n.., in. pi' ''';'''', •• wi.h 110 much of hi ' work (particul.dy.., dming ' hi, 
early ~riodl ;. m,uMma.ical, .nd much of 'M book i. conarntd wi,h 
<kvi.iog of ',ulrs' 0' m<1l>ods for rM solution of probltms in ari,hmdio:: 
and gWmdry. Su. Dc«:art ... poinlNly ODot.v", ,hO! M 'WO<lId nO! val"" 
Ih...., Rults $0 highly if . hcy we~ good only 1m- solving ,h"", poindrs. 
p.obltrm with which ari .hmnici.n •• nd gwmn .... are inclinN 10 whik 
away .btir rime'. He gO<$on to .~"k of. vneral dil(ipline .ha, con,.in, 
,1>0: 'rudimen', of human ~a$On' and can 'u,end ,0 ,he disrovcry of ",u,h, 
in .ny fidd whal.v .... ·: ·,h.~ m"" be. gener.t ",in'\ce which .xpl.in •• 11 
,1>0: points ,ha, can lit rai.td concerning order and measu~ ir~.pc.:'i " . of 
.1>0: ,ubject'"",",r'. ,. n.., rool for 'he dillCOvuy of such lruth, .... ....,/d nO! 
be a study of Traditional mdhod, and aUlhoriric-s. but, instead, the 
ordinary 'native intelligence' of each individual: Ihe 'imple and cit .. 
pnccprions of the intdlcoct, unduneml by consider.rions of ' whot otl>o:r 
ptOpk have thought or what we our.elves conjecture'. , 7 

Thi. vision of how 10 proceed in philOS(lphy ~m.intd ~rt .. · 
guiding pdn<:ipt. when he (a_ to wri'e .he McdilaliwJj, over ,,0 ye.rs 
later. In the Rep"", ~"t$ uses ,he term 'in.ui,;on· (in Larin inl";',,.1 
ro.. ,1>0: kind of .. Ii.ble cognirion he is snking _. word which suggest. 
looking ditrC'lly at SOm<1hing. a kind of s.raightforward inspcqion or 
vi,ion IlhOllgh of a purely io .. llteru.l. nOl.n ocular, kind l: 

Sf 'intuition· I do nO! _ an ,h.llurnoaling '<>timony of the .." ... 
or 'hr d...".i"" judgm>=' of 'hr imapnation OS it borchc< .hings 
t<>l«M', bu, ,he""""'ption of . d • • •• nd anenli •• mind, whi<h i. 
SO .a.y and diSfincnh .. lher.can be no room fordoobl abo", wh .. 
we.re undc .. 'anding. Alterna,ively, and ,ki. comc5 ,<> ,h. urn. 
Ihi ng, in, uiri"n i. ,h. indu bi .. ble c"""'"Ption "fad •••• nd a tttn,i •• 
mind .... ki<h p.oceed$ solely from ,he ligh, <>f reason." 

1M 'Iiglll of rca5O!l' ll"", ,,,,;0 .. ; •• which;$ invohd in this passoge (and 
which ",ppU.I"$ in ,he M~d;IJh(m. and el_hc.e as tho, ·na,ur.l ligh". 
has 0 long ...... ,.y. Plato, in ,he Rtp"blic l~. ,So tIC), had "sed , .... 
• imilt of I .... lun ," dfSo:rihc ,bt Form "r tl>o: Good whi<h makes manifrn' 
,h. objects of .bstra., in,clkaual c<>grti,ion (ju .. a •• hr .un shcd.ligh. on 
ordinory .i.iblt objca.l. !n 51: John', eo.~1 (c. AD , oa), ,h. LOII<>J, Ih. 
'W"rd' or divit\(' crealive intelligence, i. i<kn.ifitd with 'the Lighl ,hat 
light .. h ....... y man coming in", ,1>0: world' r" 91. And Augusline. in the 
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0,. r""it~u Ie .• ' 0). wdding 1O ..... h"r Platnni/;: and Chril"ian idea .. 
"<tn • • h .. 'the mind. when di rr.<,ed fO inl<lligible thing. in the n .. ~",J 
ord .... according 101M d;."",ilion 01 'M C".'Of, 5ftO ,hem in a «rtain 
incorporc.llighl which na, a nalu .. all of il.§ own, jus, a.!I.e body". tyt 

~ n".rby objr.<ts in 'ht ordinary ];ghl'.'· Dcs<anes «n.inly .hares 
w;,h PIA'onic and Augo"ini.n 'rationali,m' a di.ltu .. of 1M 'fluaualing 
,cs,imony' "f thc <tnst'S, and. belief in Ih" pu .. inncr light of Ih" inl.llect 
a •• v . .. ly mo .... Ii.ble <Ourtt of knowledg. Ihan an)'lning which .. 
• =i,'.d from the ex.ern.1 world vi. the <tnso')' o'8"n •. .0 Thi. 
r.lion.li" perspective rem.in, Slrikingly prestn' in.n. wa y ,he . rgumenl 
of Ihc Meditatio". ,,"'as I.,e. de,·eloped. And ~ond .his ,he .. is ,he 
d«per Ihrolosical dimension (Ibough ,hi, ,s,,",,' tend. 10 be pia)...! 
down by many modem ...,."mentato .... ): Dcs<orrn' bilh in 1M .. liability 
of ,h. in,.II..."u.1 hgh ' come. '0 be closely linked, in his ia", 
me .. physics. wilb .he fact th., il i. bc.towed on us by God, the OOOrtt 
of all trulh. Our o"'n fOule to ....:ure knowled~ is, ullimOlely, 
ill umin .. "d by Ih. 'immen<t lighl' pro<!ftding from Ih" perfect divine 
nalurc, .nd shining, albeit .... ;th diminished sropc, in "ach individual 
mind." 

IlIck in .he late ,6>01. however, ,he .. I.lionship bclW ... n ,he divine 
nOlu« and.M . na;n"",n. of ,<li.hl< human knowl<~. wao an ; .. uc .ha. 
Ducatl .. had proNbly nOl' ex.mined in .ny d .... il. Despite ,h. 
underlying theological impiicOlion' "f 1M nOl'ion of 1M 'Iigh, of .. uon', 
h;. utly wnrk in tM Rill .. fo r tb~ Diu(tin" of Qtlr Nat;'" / " ulligtflu 
com.in. 1i1lJ.. if any mC1.physical.rgumelll, and tend. in .... d 10 proc«d 
a. if epi .. "molosy and m ... hodology a ..... Iarivdy .. If-sunding .nd .. 11-
contained disciplines capable: 01 providing ~n autonomous rout" to 
',,,nain and ... ident (osni'ion ,.11 We know, howevcr, that Descartes had 
a.lta .. begun 10 wOl'k 011 mt1.physic:< .round .his ,im<:, sine<:. ltne. 10 
Marin M.r .. n"", mcnlioos a 'Iilli. ,rearisc' Sl.ned in • 6~9, soon aftc:, he 
had decided .0 It"e F",rn;" to I.k~ up perma"..nl ruidence in HolI.nd. 
Th. 'Iinl" ,,,,ali,,,' innw lost ) aimed to prov" '!h<: exiSTence of God and of 
our soyl, w!>en ,hey.re "paro'e from 'M body';" hut ,he work w •• laid 
aside. and Oesc.nes did no' come Nck 10 . full' .... mml of ,fIesc i" .... 
un.il.h" 1. 1< 16Jos. 
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"I'he rusons for D<:scanes' sd f.i mP<>'<'d uik from hil na.ivoland have 
b«n much disputed. H. cenainly rornplained o{ II .. 'innumerable 
di .... <:tion,' of Paris,/< but though many of his residenc .. in Holland 
w.~ in .,,,dutk.J rountry l<><a.ion .. h. waS nOt wholly ave~ to tOWn life 
(oonn after arriving he took lodgings in the bustling city of Amst.rd.m). l! 
h;u b«n >ugges. e<! that he hoped the Netherlands .. ·ould provi"" a more 
toleranl arwl flft-thinking .. mosphere for the .=prion of hi. 'mo&m' 
view. on ph~ics and cosmology; but in the evem hi. philoiophical view. 
provoked .. much oontroversy and hostil ity from Protest.nt Dutch 
aca""mics a, .ny he might h.ve updfOd from Co.holic 5<hol . .. in 
France. Mo.. m,oty, DeKO" es exp<1"ien~ (at lea.t 3' fi .. , 1 that sense of 
freedom and rdease which many .xpatri.t .. discover on moving away 
from .M C\titure in which .hey Wet. born .nd brought up; the 'masked 
man ', a. IH..:ams had nrher called hi mself, spoh in hi. fi .. t 
(anooym"",ly) published work of hi' ple.,ure .t livi"8 amid .. a ma .. 
of busy peopl. 'more con""mtd with their own affai .. than curious about 
Ihose of oth ... ·.~ 

"I'he ma in preoccupations of Descartes during lhe early and middle 
163"'" wer • ..:icnli fic. His t",.tise on physics, u MonJe (a lr.ady 
mentioned above), was completed by .633. II containrd • complc1. 
descriprion of lhe origins and workings of the physical univ .... in 
.CCOO'd.;!na with .h. 'Iaws of mechan ics' , and. concluding _Iioo, known 
as the T,aite J. /'homme (Treatise on Man l, supplied an account of 
human phy'iology employing thc self· ... m. m«hanicol principles. 
DeKOnes had a kNO in .. ", .. in phyoiology (wh;.,h •• ayc<! wi.h him .11 
hi, life), and when h.lived in Kalvers.raa. rCoIf Strttl' ) in Amsrerdam he 
ma"" a habit of collecting carcases from the mllch.r for di.....:tioo. Hi, 
aP1'roach to the 1""0""'''' and function, of ,he living hum.n body was 
strongly reducrioninic: th. body WaS .... n.ially a 'ma"hine', which, like 
·clock ... anilicia l foontain. and mill." ha' .he pow .. 10 opera~ purdy in 
accordance wilh its own internal principl .... drprnding 'solely on the 
dispooi.ion of our organs' .'" Canesian ph y>iology .nd biology cnti~ly 
dispcnstS with the traditional Scholastic .pparatu. that had tried 10 
explain such function< a, movemcn •• dig .. t;on and stn ... tion by appeal to 
the ope.a.ioo of ,he so..called locomotive, nutritive and sensory ·soul,· . ln 
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_ .. "" "'<IJId. bY< r am """,.bout ro moo", ,he "",. aM t ....... _.N m .. k«l· 
IAT I "J: O M I .1_ 

.. T"" ....... M....ATXlI ""OM I •• , 



Xxy, 

Desc.rtes· prog"'m= for .cience. meehani..,., replaces poyc hi,m, ,,00 the 
wn.kings "f fh~ " .. ima l, and ind~ human, <><pn;lm hecomc: no 
diff.renf, in principle, from ,h. workings of .n ~ <>fher =f.,i . 1 StrUCture 
in ,h. univ.l'S(; all il 10 bt oxpla ir>td purely in tonnl of Ii,"", Iha pt' and 
motion of th. componen, ports. Only in ,he casc "f 'hAAS'" doc!' D60:artes 
find ;t n"",,"ry to h.ye ,eeoul'S( 10 3 ',31",,,,,1 <oul' I""'~ '~i.v""bltl, 
. pt<"i.lly creoted hy God .00 'united' to tM comp kx m.chi .... 'y of tM 
human body.:' 

B~ .6p, Cks<art<s waS roady on !'Uhli.h 'hrn: 'S(>eCimen c»ay,' 
illustwi"i hi, new s-oicn ,ific "",h...t. Th. fir<! w3$ ,he Op,iN ILa 
Dioplriqu~), which applied marh.ma ricol an<l mechani<:31 p,inciplts to rhe 
nplan>tion of 'rof"''''''n and t!>e m.nuf.ctu .. of I.nses,." of tho eye, of 
light. of vi.ion . and " f cvor),thing belonging to catoprri ... and optics' ,u 
The "ch",vemen' w.~ a considerahk one: In ,h. COurSC of lh~ work, 
Oe.c.rt<"$ "ccura'.iy S<"!S ou ' . in pr«;i so mathema,ical t."" .. " vonion of 
what is now known a, $nell', law of .. f,action. The scrond ess.> y, ,h. 
Mttrorology IL~, Me/eo,e." applits ,h. reductioni"ic mechanic.1 
'PI',,,,,ch to a ... iIk vu ic1y of ph.nomona including 'vopours and 
exhala,ion •• ",It. wind •• cloud •. Inow. rain and ha il, Sto rms and lightning. 
and ,he ra inhow·.1' n... guiding principk h ... is one ,hat .. main. 
dominant th""'Shout Cortesi"n Kiene<:' d;fle,""""", in ,h. , i:t< • • hape anJ 
mot ion "f run"i"""" porticks a .. sufficien , '" uplain all tilt p/>tnomtn~ 
..... ~ obse,ve i~ the world ~rotInd us and th~ sky .bo'Ie us. withoot tn.. Med 
to pooi' any of the trad; rional· ... bstanti~ I IOfm.·, Or indeed any qua litative 
difloronC<"$ hct>o'C<'n supposedly diflorcn' 'kind,' "f ma"e" '1 rogard Ithese 
portid t'$! ... 11 bei ng composc<l of on. "nglt kind of matt .. ; IHscartes 
obse,vu in the M. reorology. 'and beli .. ,. t~" each of tl>om COIlW hc 
divided repea",dly in in~ ni,ely ma ny ways, and th . r th= is no more 
d iU.",n .. be'Wttn ,!>em ,han th. ro;s bomo.-een StMes o f various di,k",nt 
shape< CUt from tho sa"", rock':'" Finally, i~ th. publ ished "io 01 ~ptcimrn 
O$$;lY', comt'$ 1M Gro",.,ry ILl CW/tre/, ;"J, an .ccompli.hed work, 
",Ik<;,ing 0....." ... long·standing interest in pu,. mathematic<. whi<;h 
laid down tilt foundarions for what ...... now \:.!lO'" .. coordina", 
grom .. ry, 

P,eF3udlo Ih. three cu.oyl was an extended introduction in six partS, 
'he Diuou,,,,, " n ,h, MLlhwJ of ' igh/Iy (O~d"rf;~g 0"'" '""'0" ~"d 
" lbod_H" ' H; CSM ,.o,. 
" l.rtk.' .. M ........ oI~b"'~, ')' tAT, " .... " CSMK )' I. Tiwooop<o/ ~ .... ' .... y 

" . , n, ", wid<, ,bon .. 0<iti .. 1 r «""h n'" IN ~ I ...... tty ·Oiop<""·)_ 
ro;"p"",' ,.,.., Ihr , ... do..,...t ...... Si>'m '6 d>r "uJ1 of ,rlt.<O<d ~ '<>1.."...;0.' '" 
"RcckdIWn.1 

" ATv, ."il.,Ci.\l , "I, 
.. AT " LJ , ;CSM" I?J,n . •. 
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su~j"g 1m tr",h i" Ih~ .cj~"ces (Oi.ro.m d~ '" Mitbod~ poMr bw" 
ro"d"jre ... ,a;.o", et d,~"b~r '" uirit; d .. >u Ie. u;.."cNI, Th. whok 
volume con.i.ring of .he 0;"o",,, and E.ssa~. was publi,he<! a""n­
ymously in Uidon in June ,6} 7; in 3n earlior 1011« 10 Mor..."n •• Descarles 
h.d comp.aU<! hi"""lf 10 Ihe p.ainlor who wi.he<! 10 'hide behind ,ho 
pic1UR in ord.. 10 hou wh •• pwple will say . oom il'," Tho Di.eou ..... 
which "'x, 10 Ihe Medilatkm. is nowad.ys Dna,,~' bon-I<nown .nd 
moM widely-read worl<. provides a rcm .. kably de" .nd accessible 
oyorvio .... of his philosophical .nd seicmific ido •••• hough it is "ory 
differenl both in lone a nd wm.m from Ih. Medi/a/i,,,,,, publi'hed fou. 
y .... I •• er. The bner work wos composed in Lolin, .h. in •• rn.riona l 
I.ngu.ge of sehola<5hip in .ho sr:vent..,n.h cen,ury, whe rus Dtsc.rtl!'S 
ch~ 10 .... rire.he Discou,se in French, prcciso:i)' in ordo • • 0 P<=' his 
views more informally, .nd 10 a wid .. audicntt. Though .he au.hor's 
name did nor appear on ,he ri.k I"&', the Di,cou.se is .n in.cn'ICly 
penon.1 wor k, a kind of in.dJ.c,;nul aurobiography which describes lin 
ParI Onel lhe inHuences on Dcsc.fll!'S' e.dy devriopmenl and hi. 
di""li,f.crion wilh Ihe ltadirion.1 phil"",p!.ic. 1 curriculum, and (in P3" 
T W1») his delermin'lion 10 esl.bli,h a new. cle. r and orderly method, 
modelled on Ih. reaooning found in m.lIhcmalics: 'provided we refrain 
from .=pting .nything os lrue which is nor, and alway. h ep 10 Ih. order 
rc<juiU<! /or dod""ing one thing from .!>Oth.r, Ihore can bo nothin~ 100 

remo .. to be read,."J in the end or ""0 wet! hidden t" be discovered'.' Tho:: 
projtcr is norhing ku than .I>t construction of a new sy.rrm of know_ 
Wge, slarring from ser • •• h _ a comple,e 'rebuilding of .1>< hou'IC' al 
Dnan .. pu" ir." 

Pa., ThIN of .M OUoo".se ,hen gQC< on.o 5t1 0'" a 'provisional moral 
co&',J.< whim will provide a reli.hle pr.c. ie.1 sheher while Ihe edifi"" of 
knowledge i. being ruonstrucled; .nd Parr Four (10 bo discu, .. d bolow) 
gives a compelling account of how the mCf.phy.ial found"ion. of.1>t 
new edilia: are 10 bolaid down, Pan Five p.ov ides • dise""ioo of SOme of 
Descan .. ' scienlific wo rk. arid is by way of boing a ,umm.ry of the: 
cosmolosr. phy$ie. and physiology ~nvercd in lhe •• rlier suppre"ed 
!feali'IC on lhe ~nive ...... nd man (LA MOIl,u .M the Tr~ili d~ 1'''"",,,,,,1, II 
includn. deta iled a«ount of tho circulation of the blond;" as well a. a 
.. ries of .rgum.nts designed fO show ,hal the mech.nistic schema which 

,. Lrtt« (>/, O<to/)< . . .. , (AT • • " CS MK 61_ 
" AT ••• ,:0.1.\. , .0, 

' .' D~ro _, 1'>" '" (AT VI u: CSM • 'nl. 
.. tbid, 

" I" """""';"I! "'" Ok.o uI tlo. OKlo""'" uI tlo. blood, Dna .... po';'" tt.. '&lfI"" 
ph"";,:;,,, """' . _1 ...... 1 .... "' ... ,t.;o ,"!:oiro", .... " ;'18 to Williom Ito.V<)', ., ...... P< 
114_ ConI;, ..... ""~;" ,6 •• _ 8uc o..< • .- .. kro .... <&ul< oi citnoi>rioot to 10. 
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.uffices '0 nplaill ~ I I Obst ..... N lu"""o,,, in ~nin\;l l, 'Olall y b"" h <lown 

.... ,h.1I i, comes '0 uplaining ,he capacifY lor ,hough, and langu~gc in 
hunun btings , ·It i, not ~onai,"blc·. ~~n ... arg ...... thaI '0 ma,hin. 
,hould produa diff .. c", .rrangcmen" of word. SO " . ' 0 ~i,·. an 
approprial.ly meaningful an.w .. 10 ",h"l.ver i. said in il< prestnc •• • s 
.ho dulles, o f men can do'. This I •• d.,o,he idr. of . ",dieal diffc",,,,,. 
betw..,n .ni ..... l, .nd m.n. Th. form .. . re . imply mechanica l automa,. ­
n.tural machines (al t>c:i. hir,hly <omplr x on .. 1 mad • • 'by .n. hand of God'. 
Out of .h. so.n>C ma'eri.1 ingrNients which , om!,,>$(' the res. of the 
physic.1 uni" ....... Bu. human beings • ....-hOSt' "' ..... p.ual and linguistic 
,bil i.iC$ c, nno< bt upl.incd in th is w.y. mu" p<)S5C$S a /Onon,,1 $",ul 
which 'canno< bt dcriYN in any way from ,h. pOI.nti.lity of nu"cr, hut 
muSt bt sptti.lly <"."d·.'" Finally. in Pan Six of ,h. DiuowT~. 
DncanC$ ... ys something of hi. plans for fu ,ure ' .... "'h, and underlinC$ 
rl>< ntt<! for . mpirical obscrv.,ion 10 " ,.bli,,, which hypm""",,. of .h • 
.. ,· ... I. lt.m3li,· .. con,i"enl wilh .h. g.n.",1 prineipb of hi. ""ience. arc 
in fact correct; 

,I>e po" .... " I natur< i. so ample and so ,·"st. and ,h ... prineiplC$'" 
, imp" and so g ....... I. ,,,., 1 no,icc hardl), .ny parricuta r .If"", M 
which I do nor know ., o~ ,h .. iI . .. n he dt.Juced ' rom ,he 
pri""ipl .. in many dilferen' .... '.)'S; . oW my S",,'" difficult), is 
",uafly '0 discover in which 01 ,h ... ",.y. i, depends "" ,hem. I 
know no at Mr mean, to di",,, ... '~ i. '~ 'fl b~ ... king fUrl Mr 
ubocrva.ion, wl>osc: oureom'" v"r~ .",.,.-ding to which of .hc5oc 
W'Y' provides ,be correct .~planatioo. " 

In,.,csnng ,h"ugh .hese sc i.n,ili< and mnhodologi<al i"ncs .... i, i. 
P'rI Four of me Diu;ou,SJ', ,kc m .. aph~,ical ror< o f ,kc wOlk , which h .. 
n UN fonh the grea'''' di""u .. ion and commemary. f"" "uden" of.he 
Mtd;~tion, i. is of parti~ul .. inrercst, .ince, in .ho space of oighl 
1"''''8'''phS, i, an,icip3lOS. if only in oud ine. many o f rho more romplrx 
ar.! UtcndN argumen .. of the laIC' .... ork. Desca" •• begin. Pa" Four of 
th. Disco",..: by ".",.ing ,ke r>ec<l to ma ke ,ur< the foundation. of his 
new scien<. a .. sufficiently firm and s«ure. Th. way to .,hieve this i. 10 
'~." as if absolutely 1.lse every.hing in which I could i""'gin. ,h. I ... " 
doubt. in ordc. '0 Stt if I was Irk btlicving .. ,)·,ning ,hat w • • • nri .. ly 
ir.!ubi .. b.,·. He ront;nu",: 

" I""';"" <.ut<d b, thr .t.. .. uf ,t.. t...",', ....... .......... Ir<I him '" , ...... du, ,t.. blood 
1 __ /rom t..." 10 .Mmo. 01.0,"" ,t.. dOo .. .,., pha ... "'" 1o, It.,,<), k,o. """""" 
........ ;....!I duri,. thr ,. ,,* l«>ono« . .. ) pI. .. d AT" I¢ ... ' CSM , ')~ • )71 . 
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n,,,,, "",,au ... our ..... on ",...ni ..... dec';.e Ui, I docidod ro 
$Uppo<t ,hal noehinll w~~ .uch as tllq- 1«1 uS to i""''' ..... And Ii",. 
~ a', pcoJIl. who m.~e mina_os in reasoning. committing 
logical falla~ <~ni ng the simpl<Sf qu",.i"", in ge<>met,y, and 
"",,au'lt \ iudg«l tha, I .... , OS pro .... t<) ... or a, anyo'" c!"" I 
"i<ctcd al unsound all ,he "'lIumntt< I had ptt"o"iousiy raken a. 
demon .. " t ivc p,,,,,f •. La,.ly, run.idn-i ng tho t ,he .cry tl>ou~ht< w< 
h" •• while awak. may .1,<> 0«\1, whil. we .Ieep wi,hout any of 
rhem being at that ti me t",c, I .nolv.-.:l to prttcnd ,hal all tho rhings 
.h .. had 'v., , nrcml my mind ........ no more fTU< .han 'hr ill",ion. 
of my dr .. m<. But ;m"""i."ly I noticed ,h.t "' . ..., while I wa. 
,n<l .. voo';ng in .hi . wa)" to t!>ink ma, ""'<ything was 1.1 ... , it was 
r>r<ffia<y th.t I, woo w. s thinking this. "'as ",...nhing. And 
obstrving .h .. 'hi< truth '/ ,"" t";"ki"g. thour_ I ~JCj>l' waS SO 
fi,m and .ur. tha, "II thr rnooI eXt",v.tg.an • • uppooitiono "I rh, 
<Ccpti« wn'< inapabl' o' 'haking it, I d..,idod ,h., I coolda""", it 
",itl>ou . .... uplt as .h. fi,,, principle of ,h. phil~hy \ was 
... king. JO 

XXIX 

Here we hove tl>< .. me ,..,hnique 'm .ystcm3lica lly 'leading 'he mind 
away from the 'ltnStS' which is l.ltcr found in the FitSt M«Iirar;on Ip. ~ ), 
The unr.liability 01 the sen ... i. underscored by appeal to Ih. 'act rhal 
rhey 'oometim .. dca;," u,', .h. «kb .. ,.d d,uming afgumcn. i. 
deplOY«l, firsllO cur doubr on our • bili!)" 10 di"ingui,h betw...., w, king 
and s~ng e><pc<iC'flC<, and then 10 rai'lt mot. radical doubts .bour tl>< 
.xi .. ~nc( o f any,h ing (xtcmal to the mimi. l1>c poslibili!)" of error even 
with rtg>rd to .he simple proposi,ion. of gc<>metry i. aloo ,aised (Ioough 
w;thou, ,h. ap!",al, found in the M~d;lalio .. s, to the possible: u;'1<na of 
an .1I ·powe,ful God who migh, brinll i. arout rhal 'I •• . 110 ""1008 ev(ry 
time I .. . count tM .ides of a "Iua",' lp. '4):'" And finally, lhe ' ysl(matic 
wav .. of doubt eoUaP't on an immova bk rock of cmainry, a, lhe doubr( , 
amv .. at rh. indubitable: awa ....... of his own .~iSlC'flC<: ' \ am thinking, 
IMrefore I . xill'. The o,ig;",,1 French ph ra .. in tM Di.co".." is ~ pm~ 
done ~ ."is, bUI the argutncnr ha. come to be known ., 'the Cogiro' (from 
.IM: La.in v.",ion Cogilo "'go sum fo~nd in Dcsc.rtes' larc, work, tIM: 
"tj"dpl~. 0{ Philm<>p"y, • • ,,·.11 ao in 'M ... bstquenr La.in odi.ion o f.he 
Oi$OOO/t~ l. h is nonbl( Ih3' rh. c.lc:bra'cd ph, .... docs nOf .p!"'a. in the 

.. AT VI) 1; CSM" . 1· 

.. Tht 'dt.:<i"", God' .,.".,.... on ohe fint ....,_ • ...,.. " k .. , he form of . di ......... ,,;".rr 
God,,;"" .. _ ....... ... rl>t ".... ......... k<""'I" .. ' .. T .. ohe""''''"'''_nl, ... 
, ..... ;. "" Gnd. in _ « .. I ..... mrqn. «>..,.... ......... f'" " .... ,..m. rl>t mooIo 
,h.o. I h.o .. .-. .... ,., .. ,,,, ,~ "'_ m)'><tf Ir« 01 '"'" on ...... .unrn. No idKi m~ 
'''''''''"''t, "'" rl>t b.rr oom.rioof. '""I;';"'" dt" .. , of tho ......... ...-...nd cun",.' 
.ho . ttropIorl'l .11 hio <n<rV' .. ""'"'Q dK", . ... ' (p. ." ... k<o .ny .~ .. "'" .. ,he 
Dioroo, ... 



Medi/;1/iOfrs, abhough there is a dosely similar argument: <ie<pite ,he mO$l 
n.ravaga n! doubts th", can be .a iKil , '/ am, / tX;'/, i, nKes<arily 'Iue 
whene'-er i. is put forward by me or coraivN in my mind' (p. ,,), 

The .rgument of the Diu:ourU' now proctt</. to a new phase, ~ 
n""atm', havi ng achi""N cenoinly of hi' own e~i .. e""e, 'urn' next '0 
namining what kind of being he is, And here the methodical doubt< just 
canvassed are ,ahn 10 yield a ",m .. kable resu": 

I .. w Ih •• while I cnuld prelend ,hat I had 00 body and 'hOI ,h ... 
was no " 'Ofld .nd no pia« for me 10 be in, I cnuld nn. for all ,h., 
prerend .h., I did nQl exi ... " From Ihis 1 knew I w., • • ubslanc. 
\\' h"", w hol. es",,,.,. or na'" re is only to th ink, • nd ___ hi<h d.,.. nn. 
'«luire . ny place, or d<pcnd on ~ny m .... i.1 ,hing, in order m.xist, 
A<C<>I'dingl)' ,his 'I' - Ih .. is, .he <001 by ,,-hid I am ",h •• lam _is 
e".irely dis.inct f'om .he body, and ind....J i •••• ier '0 kno,", ,han 
Ihe body, and would !\o' fail ro be wh.,,,,, .. i, i .. even ilthe ""dydid •• no< ' xlS!, 

o.,,,,,,,es i, ,hu, IN '0 propound one of his most controver.;;.1 th.esc.,lh., 
the thin king ",If i ..... n'ially inc"rporea!. What makes me "'. is, by 
nature, .ntirely independen' of 'he body and could <xi" without it . 
Though ",,",i<ten' with Dcscart .. ' carlier argu"""m, in ,hc Tr~/iU' (Jfr 

M~n, th.t humans co",;" of • mecha nic.1 body plus an ;mma"rial 
' rational soul', it is. t ..... is that i. h.lihly OUt of lun. wi,h .h. dominant 
approach to .he philosophy of mind in our own timt; ,,,,,,n ,itth,,,,,n,ury 
.hinker.; hav., fur 'he most part, cn tirely r,jeclN wh., has ",athingly bttn 
c. IIN the Carresian doctri"" of the 'ghost in ,he machine': ' llut even 
amOfl!: Desc.rr",,' comemporaries . here "''''5 .. rious cri'i<ism 01 the 
argument he offerN in Ihe Diu:.,."U', From what look. like" purely 
.pi 't.mol<>l!~aI po-int, that J un doubt my body', exi'teo',", or that 1 am 
Ins .. nain of il Ihan I . m of my own thinking, how is it SUplJOSN to 
follow that the .. ",n,ial'mc' i. , in re. li.y, d;"inct from and indc""ndcn' of 
,h. body> How can "'" mo~ SO .wiftly from epistemology to ontology, 
from questions about what w. are capable of knowing, doubting or 
imagining '0 answer.; about th ... al and essen ... 1 truth of things, Reader.; 
of the Disc.,.,,... were quick to fa .. en on .his difl'iculry, .oJ when 
Dr:scartOS COmt to write the M.di/artm .. , .llh()\jgh he r<luKil '" abaoJ"" 
th. reasoning (i, reappe .... in more elaborate furm in the Second 
Mediur ion, p. , 8), he did undertake to clarify hi, pmit;on and 10 
.,nngth.n his argumtn .. , Th. da'ifiCtlion is olfered in the Preface to the 
M.di/~Iim .. (p_ ,), and the "renglhcning i, o HerN in the Six ,h Mfiii.a,ion 

.. p,,,r.,., (AT" J'_J :CSM"'7I, 

., Tht ph,.,. ;, G;lbM Ryl<',!Th< ~ of M,od, loodun, Hutch,,,,",,, ",.19). 
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(pp. S 4, S9)· II is for ,n. ...,~d~r 10 iudg. Ih~ merits of whal appears in Ih.~ 
I"" ... geo. Wh.:!1 i. unm;'13k.bly dear ill Ihal Desca rt .. cOnT;nu .. 10 inl;n 
on the in<kp<rnkn"" of th~ mind, q~a 'think ing Ihing·. from anYlhing 
bodily: 'if" fOOl Of .rm or any oth .. 1"'" of 1M body iJ cuI off. nothing 
h •• theftby been I.hn away from lhe mind·l p. J~). The daim i. revealed 
in iH fu ll narkn .. , . and 110 mool p/1ilowphon now~days) in over· 
whelming impla ulibility, " 'hen we ~mr..r Ihat lhe " '" ;''' being" purdy 
bodily organ, mUSI, for Desc.rt ... r.. as ir><SS("nlial,o Ihe mind's ,ontinutd 
funct;o"ing., fOOt or .rm. 

The renaindtr of p~" Four of ,he Disc"""f i$ c"ncen>rd with ,he 
celebur«l Cortr-sian 'IN,h ruk' ("Wha,.,·" i, vuy clearly .nd di,tinctly 
conceivtd i.INe· ):l and wi,h ,he proofs of 'he exiue"". of . perfttt God, 
which en.ble us to bt .Uft ,h., 'our idta. or notions, bting ...,.l,hing. and 
roming from God, ,.nno, be . n)·,hing IJ,." trut, in .,.ery r .. pect in which 
lMy a..., dear and di.,inct·." This opens ,he lPuw.y 10 Ihe (on.""",;on 
of • ...,liable scienee, based not on the deliver.n.ces of Ihe ~ns .. , b", on the 
divinely implanttd truth, of malhematics ,,·hieh give us d e. r and distinct 
knowltdge of the malerial ,,·orld. Making ,he transition from """.physics 
to Kiene. at the iIl,rt of Part Fiv. of ,he f)isrourK. De5<:a~ ~ndingly 
d.da ru: '[ have noticed (enain laws wh;.;h God h .. 5<> .. tabli.htd in 
nature, and of which he has implan'ed luch norions in our minds, ,hat 
.fter adequ"e refkctinn we cannot doubt ,ha. IMy aft eucdy obst,,·td in 
every'hing which ""i ... Of occurs in ,he world· .. • 

When ~ • ....,. come ro wri,.. ,he M~diwiom. which h" lxgon '0 
compost no, long .ft .. . he publicalion of ,he Dis.:"",st, hi, aim w.s to 

provide a richer and m"", d .. ailtd elaboration of ,Mst mrtaphy.ic:t.l 
themes. and thu. en.llft a firm and unshakable ho .. for his new 
philmophicol srs"'m. W. have already drawn anention 10 a numbtr of 
th...,.. in the M.di"u""" "'hieh had been pr.figurtd in hi, ~arli~r 
wti!ings. The 'rationalistic' mo'·. away ITom 'he senses toward. the inner 
lighl of rhe in,ellect _ a movemen ...... hich i. $I~.dily dtvcloped from ,n. 
horrag. of doubl which open. ,he Fil"ll" Mtdi.ation, through '0 ,n. 
atticul.tion of the mind's inn"" idtas in ,he Third _ h.d been antic:ipa,td 
in th" Di.wu,K, and, mucb eulier.;f I ... explic;tly,;n lhe R~gulae. Th • 

• , O. ATv, )J:CSM J I n T"h<invuki .. ofGcxl .. ,h.fU> •• n' ........ 'h. rrl"t,;~.,..~"",cl. •• 
• 0<1 di,.; .... idra .. wh",h if, <Vrn...,.. P"' '''''''';'' ,h. .It,d;'_ ...... I"'" ri .. to .... 
'''''''''''''' ". utok", nf .... "(" ............ Orrk', if "",a. 1:0< "''''of .... ",liob,li.,. nf ""h Ok .. 
onfy .~" ... ha •• """,<of ...... i"<n<:~ 0/ • ..,.n.a God ... ho "".tN ... _ <In .... , .....-, <i~""", ,01, "" .... Ok ..... h",h ..... nmJ ro 1"0" "" .. i>I<-n« ...... ~ ... pIoa? 
F",...,.. on ,hit., ....... In'n.l.oc''''' .... ' (I' . • <i •• ~!. .0<1 .... dd.i!od ",t h_,,#, 
le' . ... ' ll>n< . .... I n<! h~ 00''' .... ''0 ... ' ,mit. <pp. IO~ _ I. 
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Cogi.o argum.n, st. ()\l' in 'M DiGcQ«rSt' provido:s ,hc bor.cs In.- ,h. fulkr 
and mo .. wpi>i'tka,rd ' ..... ntn' in ,he Second Medi""ion. Th. n<)Cion of 
,~ 'hinkillj! stlf a. essen.i .lly incorporeal. ren,a,ively .xplORd in ,he 
Sn;ond Mrdiwion. and dekndrd ., Ic"ll.h in .he Sixth, "I" .1$0 a 
de.-elopmenl 01 .arlier 'cOcaions in .he Disco",St'. Ami ,he central rol. of 
God u gu ... mor "f .h. po<sibility ol ~ n_'ledge, a Ih •• ad ,hal run •• igh, 
. hrough .he M~djt~rio"$. has its rOOlS in ,he d<Xlrinc of .h. 'Iigb, of 
«.50n· .pptaring in ,he lI<'g"l.u, .nd ,he: more dirca .ppeal, in ,he 
DiuQ« .... 10 divinc ptrf«tion as ,I>< "'uret of all,.mh in our idea. . 

• ] .m he.., quit •• Ion.·. the medi •• ,or .nnounces in .1>< opening 
paragraph of the M.djl~"o", Ip. ,,), Th ... follows. in vividly drama,jc 
detail. a comptlling accoum of .h. journey of Ji<cm'ery token by ,he 
isola,ed .hink •••• h." star<:hcs for st:<:u t< founda,ion. fo, knowINg •. A 
strics of progressively morc r.dical.nd exl.em. doubts • .., employrd 10 

ques'ion .11 ptcCOJ\Ceived "pinions Ifi'" Medi, •• innl, bu, (soon off .... ,I>< 
,I'''' of .h. Sn;und l an ·A",hirntdc.n poim' of unsh, b hl. certainty is 
... ched wi.h ,1>0 mcdi"I0'" indubi.able a w ... ness of hi, o wn uislcncc 
(p. 171. n.. medi.alo. ,hen .. Acel< OIl hi. esstnet or n.ru ..... 'thinking 
Ihing', and " '50n' .h ... he mind i. bet ... known than.n. body (p. u i. 
n.. Thi..! Medita.ion bogin. b)' laying down ,he .ule thai ·",h.reva- I 
I"'r=ivc vcry ckarly and di"in<tiy i. !ruc' (p. '41; bu. ,n.,,,, .. main doubt. 
aoout ,h ... liability of ,h. mind ,hal can only be all.yed by es.ablishing 
'wheln., th ... is. God •• nd. if th ... is. wh .. "". I>t can be a dc.:eivtr' Jp. 
1~1. n.c: medit.lOr proc~. to ..,Aea OIllh. inn ... idea. he ~OO. wi.hin 
him, .nd ",asons Ihal .h~ ",p'cs<:nla.iona! (onten, lor 'objcai~ .... Iity·) .. 
of Or>< of ,h ... idu$, .ha' 0/ . sup .. mdy I"'rkc, !:><ing. is SO grc" .ha, i, 
cann", h.v~ h«n ron"''''''N from .he tc<Ou",tS of ,I>< mtdit.tor·s own 
finit~ mind; the conclusion i. that God mu" .. ally .xis'. and that 'in 
c",",i"ll me. lh.) ... placed thi. id.a in me to be. a. it "'·erc.tl>< mark of I~ 
cr.ftsman Stamped on his work' (p. H ). The Founh Meditation ,ackles 
,he problem of "u,h and f.l,i!), •• nd 'rgues ,hat ,he way fo, humans 10 

avoid error is to ,",rain ,h.i' Jinfinirc) will, so ., to make judgements only 
when Ih. ptr<:'pI'ion. of the (finitei im.ncel a .. dear and distinct. The 
inICIk<:t, though limited, is cr~.,rd by • ptrfco God, and ",h., il d"". 
OJ A ... wI<. k .. I"""""" _Id "" """" ,_ .. " _. u..:. "'" ..,..jiu ..... ;, 0lm0f0td """'t ... ',ho""'" 0/0.,..', thr .. .......,. ui thr bud,,, ••• ~~ w'" oft" .. '"""bo •• nd .M 

... """, ~ "" ; . "d <n~r<Ir on.~ f""" Ito< b<></'''' ...... "" ... ,ho, ..... "", ... k 
or I<moolr. Modo-on wn .... "ftrn .... thr pi",,1 """. and '<I .. ,,' "t..n. nrut<.1 pt""""";' 
«'qOirN. "", """,",,,",'fl, m" .oef.1 (x.,,,rnrioo\ ........., "" high', "",Ir.<Iore ...... 
pr<><n' """'n'. ~ ~ n , <ru<u' """ 0/ 0...;._' ."' ........ , <ha, 'ht <n<d;""" ;, • 
"",..1M ,""",...J indi ..... II" ,ho ...... I «MOt ~"""" w ........ n_ ..... ...... ,,,,,n 
I,,,,,, m)VIf). 

.. ""'.ht ..... oina 0/ th;, ,"'hno<.olt .. m, ... "". , 8. n. , •• nd I ... , 
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cltarly "",..,.,i..., an !:herd.,..e b.. gual'lln<eal 10 b.. !nIe." The Finh 
Meditalion I""'"I'"res lhe way for Canesian ",ience by e>tabli.hing lhe 
na'UR of maner ao something ~><tended and diwisible. which can be 
attu,a,dy and rolRCdy ducribed in muhernariaol langUlSt" (W' H, 
49). We aR also otfe,ed a second proof for God's uiSimce, ""mely 
Ihal Ihe conc(jK of a supmndy ""rkct bring (om who is 1M sum of 
all ""rf«tionsl implj(s llul such a bring eannOf laclt. the ""rf«lion of 
uiSle""",, and hence that such a being must, by ;ts wety ",nure, exist 
(pp. 4S~I,,1 Lastly, in the Sixth Meditation, the actual eJI;stma: of 
the eJllemal world (called inlo doubr in the First Meditation) is fj""Uy 
Rofttablishcd (p. HI, and we aR oHeud a s.ene. of u-guments which 
purpon 10 dnnofUITale Ih¢ 'real' diSiincrion I>o:' ..... n mind and body: 
lhey au: mU\Ulllly indtpn>dt-nl substances, neh of which can exist 
without lhe other. But having used philosophical rtli$Oll t<> atabli'" 
lhe diOlinclion, Ih. Sixth Medilalion cloon by inwoking our everyday 
u""rinII;e of lhe senoariofU 'of hunger, ,hirsl, pain and so on' U 

showing lhal mind and body. though distinct. are closely 'int ... · 
minsJed' or 'uoiled' (p. jfiJ. The final pal'llgraph. rC1um 10 the 
problem of uuth and error. arguing that 'notwithstanding the ;mmens.e 
goodnns ot God. ,he ",,'ure of man .. a combina'ion of mind and 
body is such rhat i, i. bound to mislead him from ti .... 10 ri .... • (p. 
61)." Dacan .. himself provided a lolcrably informauwc S",opsis of 
the arsument which is ItO! only worth "",suiting as a summary, but 
also contain. oorne interesting addition,1 reflections by lhe author on 
his .... ork (pp. 11-11). FOf detailed diKII .. ion of some of the chief 
philosophical difficulties arisin, from the argument of the Medit<fOOm, 
an invaluabk Staning point i •• M published Ohi«tio.u of Dacanes' 
distinguished conrempotari .. , and m. au,hor'. own R~lie. (ntraC1s 

" ........ ;. ... n, 
" 

" 
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from ""1M of Ih~ mosl impon.nl of I~ ,xch. ngt<.rt pro .. iMd in rM 
prntnl volulM, pp. 6)-. [I I.S<> 

Desc.nes hoped Ihal 1M argumc"n,. of 1M Mt dilaliom, in p.rticulOT 
ll\os( purponing to demonstratr 1M ui",nc~ of God and 1M 'rtal 
di$l;nction' bttwH"ll soul and body, would lind favour w;lh th. lheo­
lagi.n .. and M prdixrd to [I\( work. Mdicarory 1m.,. to th. mrmbe .. of 
1M Throlosr Faculty at 'M So, bonn., . ' kin@ for I~r app..,...l in hi$ 
baili. for 1M eoU50 of uligion 'g.in" ,h. ",heisfS Ipp. J~)' The 
approbation of tM $.orban .... was not, how,vrr. fortl\(oming, .nd tM 
yean following Ih. publicat ion of 1M M~ditQliO/ .. !-O w Dna" .. 
• mbroilrd in a .. 00 of bitter !kbal" ..,ith a vuirty of theological and 
philn<opbio:.1 CTil;n.l' Bu, his n>putat;on continued ro I'ow, ~nicululy 
. ftu tM public:o,ioo, in '6H, of ' M Pri~cipUt Philosophw., a g ... nd 
~xpooition of 1M Cart""i.n sy".m in four ~n •. Unlix. Desc.n",,· .arli ... 
writing>, tho Pri.wpl., of Phi/mop", was explicitly pl.nned as a 
un;v~ .. ity trxlbook, . nd lik. 1M traditiort.1 handbook. il w .. dividc:d 
up ;nlo a ...n.s of small _ lion. or 'anicln' Ilh~,. art 504 in .11). Part On. 
('lM Principles of Human ](nowlrdg~'1 ro .... much 1M .. "", tntrapby­
sical ground as , ... MrditQriom, 'hough ,h. upooition is much mort 
form.1 and impo:rson.l; P.n Two ('n.. Principles of Mate.ial Thing.'1 
plftmtl • compkre account of Corteoian physics .nd ,he laws of m ...... in 
motiort; P.rt Thrtt ('The Vi,;bl. Un; ..... ·) d...,.ibts [h. , '''''''un> ,nd 
workinS" of Ih. solOT system; and P,n Four ('The Earth' l of/us 
explanations of . wid. van.ty of ,..rosIria] phenomena, as _lIa. giving 
• brid ,""",,n[, in tM dosing amdfS, of Desc.rtfS' pl.ns for futurt work 
on animals .nd man, with s!"=Cial rtftrt"n~ 10 ,h. nplanation of ... ". 
po:ruptiort and .. nsory aw.' ....... A Frtnch nrsion of Ih. or igin.1 utin 
tr"' ...... issued three ~afllatcr, in ,647, by ..,hich ti .... lh. Canesian 
philosopby, despite mong opposition from many ~ru of the academic 
fStabli5h .... nt, waS brginning to gain widnp ... d s~ppon. 

Descanes' program"", for ""rabli>hing a fully comprehensive philoso­
phical syst..., ..... $, how.v'f, still incompkre in a[ 1"$[ one ;mpon.nl 
tc>poct: he had as yet provided link indication of 1>0 .. ' his pbilosophy 
would dul with ,;,. psycl>ological and ethical "'alms. In ,;,. pref.ct" 10 tM 
,647 Fr~nch edition of Ih, Pri"6pk. of Philorop", he rtferred to 1M 
proioct of constructing a 'po:rfrct morality' - j., plHI p~'f~;te mo",/e ­
which wao 10 br th. crowning .chieve"",m of his philosophical 

.. f .,. rubla..,., ...... ih '<I><io& to ,"" M.d, ... _ . nd Obi,,_ .oJ R.piin, and 
in __ ............ u"""'o/ .... OI>;.mo.u, ... _Oft ,"" tn,.nd ,"" ",."",ion. 
" .Iiii. 

" r .oti<»Lod, .... S< -. ,"" o<tod.o 0/ .... o..oth '''''~n Gid><rtvo Votti.., wh;do.lt<I 
"' .... publico,"", by 0...:.",,0/ . ~"""J dtk,,,, rA." ........... [put%...t V ...... ., 
I , .. ) ~ (a. AT VElEO 'j : OM!: Hal 
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... deaVOUf'$. l"ht ",.ditional goal of moral philosophy was to articula~ 
'~ good fOf human kind·; " hu, f~ conctp< of a h .. "",~ Ium,. an 
embodied cn:a!U", of IIesh and blood. had been left !"alher in limbo by ~ 
...,.",h. of,~ Mtd;h2lior1$. Hi, IMfaph)"ical argumtnts, a. "'" ha .... ~. 
had led Dncan~ 101M ronc:lu.ion ,hal I~ Ihinking , ubi«t Wa S an 
....... ially incorporul tn,;ty wh"", na,,,,..., was U"trly di.tinc1 and ali ... 
from 'M body. And 1M implicalion of Ihis was mal a human being was.n 
amalpm of $ttmingly ;,,,,;olTopalibk ,It.,...,ts, an imma~rial .pirit and a 
mKbanital ...... nbla'. of bodily O'lp.n •. Taking hil rot from .hi., 
Dncan .. ' ""alou. diocipk R.-giu. had insistently proclaimed Ihal m. 
Cartesian doctrine: was mat man .... as nothing more Ihan an 'acrid ... ",1 
... tity' - in 1M jargon. an m. paa"idmJ, as opposed ro an t"' "" se (. 
, ... uin. "'Iity in its own righll. Descartes, in corrupondt-llC\', had angrily 
diuocialed him~lf from ,hi. interpretation, ins;",ing Ihal hi. yiew waS 

mal·the mind is uni~ in a ...,,,1 and submnti.l m.nner 10 'M body'.u 
BUI al,hou,h 'M Si",h Medita,ion had ""lied a" .... ;on ro how mind and 
body wtff 'very closely joined and, a. iT w.~, intermingled' (p. 5&1, it 
m\>R hay. Ittl most ",acle ... punled .5 ,0 how such intenningiin, of 
inoommmsunbl. elements could rome .boUI. 

On, of Those who WaS puttied was 1M young P.ina:u Eliubnh of 
IIoI>.mia, only twtnty-four )"t:.af'$ of age when, in "41, site began a 10fIJI 
and fruitful corrnpond.nc. with Descartes., largely deV<MM ro tI.e topic or 
tht mind-body union. H.r initial q .... tion ro ,he philosopher wu about 
tht possibility of interaction betwftrl 'thinking' and 'u'mded' .ubstances, 
bow (:;In ~ "",1, or Iltinl<ing SUbslallC\', causally influellC\' the behaviour 
of the body 10 bring aboul .olun'a.,. .ction.l In hi • • eply, De>Cltles 
acknowkdged lhal this question was ·the one whiclt (:;In moSl Pfopcrly be 
pu' ro m. in yiew of my published wrilings'. H~ w ... 1 on ro introduce a 
dislinction between Ihree 'PfimiliY~ notions', whicb are <me pan.,m on 
1M basis of wlrich we fonn all 011' O1~r c:once]Xions': 

..• n rqard. body _ h.v~ only the norian of oxt..,Woo, which 

.ntails tire notion. of ..... 1" and motion. A. "'Prd. lhe soul an irs 
own, ..... have only the notion of thought, which includes the 
perapCions of the inlollcct a nd ,he i ncI inarionl of the will. La .r!y. a. 
reprd. ,he soul and body rog.m..... _ hav.only the r.ofion of their 
union. on which depends our """ion< of ,1M: _I'. po ...... ro mo •• 
lhe body, and ,lot body', pown to a<I on tlot!lOUl and ""UK its 
....... oon. and ~ .. ions." 

" Tho: ph ...... A,.;""do,·, IN __ E:k.. aooo I. dI. 1l 
.. l.tn«,o~o/Ja".....,. •••• ,AT." n):CSMK _ I. 
M l.tn« 01 ., May ,6<) IAT '" u..,. UJ : CSMK 117. 1111: d. AT '" Uo. 
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This third 'primitive notion' comprises, in eHea. wha,ev.r i$ . ttribu,able 
10 an embodi~ human bo;ng. Th. Medilations had mmtionod ·hung .... 
,him, pain' in ,his «>nn«,ioo. whil. lh. Pri"c;ples of p,,;jruopJry hid 
prOYidn! • Ta' .... r fuller list: ·fim •• ppetites like hu~.r and thirst; 
secondly, , .... cr1lO{ions Or i\lIosions of Ihe mind whicn do not (olUist of 
,hought .Ione, ..... n a. the emo,ions of anger. joy, s.adnns and love; and 
finally. all me sensalions, such as thoso of pain, pleasure, light, colours. 
sound .. smells, tasm. .... ar, hI,d ...... and , ... 01"" ,."ile qu.lil j,es'. Jj 

Our lif, "" this e.nh ... Dc.canes c."", increasingly ro undt.liM. 
involves far mOK than th, intellc<1ualand "olitional activitin tn .. btlong 
to OUr essen« a. immaterial 'thinking mings·. If we W1:~ lik. angel. (pure 
thinking btings), Oneartes onc. OOstrvN, Our .xistnt« ll'ould bt mlir,ly 
devoid of sensa' ion;' · wt would Lack 'he manifold and vari~ sero5O<f 
, wa""!>($$ ,na, is an inesop.ble part of Our ~ryd<ly human ,xpcr;'nee. 
And it is this .. nsory .nd alf«tive dimeosion. with all ,he vivid 
phmomenal quality 01 me v .. ;""' f.clings ;n volv~. ,h., gi ves colour 
and richflnO to our hn a. kuman bo;ngs. Of i\lIrticular importance he~ is 
the cottgory of th. ~ .. ion •• which in his laS! work, Les PaSl;m" de l'dme 
IThe Pa .. io .... of the Soul, ,64<:J), One,nes grouped undtr .ix N.i. kinds: 
wonder, Iov., h.o,red, <bi .. , joy and ... dnru. [);ssocialing him .. 11 from 
e.rl;", in .. lle.:tu.li ... pproach .. <0 e,h;'" which had often .ttempted .0 
supprns ,he p ... ion. u inimical <0 , ... good life, Descanes dod. red: 'Tho 
philosophy I rultivar. is no, so ... vago or grim .. <0 ou.Law the opera,ion 
of the i\lI .. ion.; on I .... contrary, il is ...... in my view, that Ihe mti~ 
sweetness and joy 01 life is'o be found'." Descartes' final projea "'a. 10 
ground hi. ethics, hi. recipc for how human. could achieve fulfilling .nd 
worthwhile lives. in a systematir; undemanding of ,he operation of 'he 
p.~ons, both on a physiological ~nd on ~ psyd>olOSical 1 ... 1. Here he 
hoped ,na, his new method for sci ..... would y;"k! ~ rich ha ..... esr. A 
det.i\ctl gra.p 01 the bodily ",""hani,,,,, which give ri .. IO our er1lO{ional 
reoponscs would. h. mvi ... g~, mabie u. to modify ,hose r .. ron'" whe:re 
appropriau, and thus channel our f~tinp and em<>t;ons in ,,,,h a way as 
10 gtroc:"''' a harmoniou, human life. tiv~ in accorda .... ",ith our ","I 
rcr<:eF"ion. 01 the: good for mankind. Cartesian scimce, p<osscd into the: 
....... icc: of ethics, would aUow u. to fuifilllhedream firit annou~ in t'" 
Dis<ol<ru o~ the Mnhod and ~it."'tN in the h;"dpln of Philosophy: 
in" •• d of , .... b<,,,,ct 'p«ul.tive philosophy of the: i\lI", ll" would h.ve 
at our disposal a new and gmuindy practical philo.ophy. one that would 

" r." 0... •• melt , I !A T .,,,. ,/, O M , _I . 
.. Lttt ... '" R~ .. 01 j.,.....,. '., .IAT "' '~J: 0.\\]( .... 1. 
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make us the 'Iords and mo""" of natur.', and bring UI closer 10 .chieving 
'I''' rection and felicity of lif.' ,J' 

Dn<oart ... • .mb;"ou~ program ..... was Cu, .hon by hi. Own IIn ....... ly 
dearh, in Stoxkholm, w~, aft ... much h.,i,a.ion, he had ,ak~ up 
mio:l.ma:., ,he in vita ,ion of QUW1 Chrisrina of Swdm in 1 '4 9. His vita I ity 
upped by ,he rigours of tht Swdish win.c ••• nd ,ht n«<:I to rise carly in the 
mominS to give philosophy tu.orials to the ~n, ht wocum~ to 
pneumonia .nd din! "" , , February, 6so, jua und .. twO mon.hs sh<lf1 of 
his fifty·fourth birthda y. Bu. although h. died Itavins his philooophial 
sysffln noI fully compltte, tht ""morkably wide ranse of what he had 
act. ;'ved, and the cl.:l rity • nd p.";'ion of its executiOfl, ...... n. that Ca rtesi.a n 
id. .. dominated the scientific and philosophical .hinking of Europe for. 
Ions ri ..... to co ...... •• The writings of the philosophical giants of the early 
tn<.><Iern period, Spino .. , Makbranche and Leibni., on the Conti.....,t, and 
locke, Berkeley .nd Hu ..... , in the IIritish Illes, all, in differont w.y&, bo .. the 
unmiaakable imprint of Dr:scatltl' .hough. cOflCf'ming .he .... "'etu..., of 
humon knowledse, tht natu"" of the mind and the relation.hip between 
mind and matlet. It is impossiblelO examine th •• rgu ..... nts .nd ronaprual 
apparatus of any of me canonical philosoph ... of the I.:It. seventttnth and 
early cightttnth century without seeing the i!Tftistiblc aptI>CSS of lhe 
tr.ditional accoIad. which i. "" often bestowed "" Descartes, h. it, 
indubitably, the lrue ' '''ther of modem philowphy'. 

The "ory in Our Own era ha. hem very diffe...,nt. Much twentieth­
«ntury philosophy has developed along track. dUll di~~ .huply from 
those which Descartes laid down. In the theory of knowledge, what has 
co ..... 'o be known as 'foundatiOflalism' - the Canesian ptOjec1 of trying to 
build a rt"li,ble belief 'Y""'" from ocrateh, "arting from • supposedly self­
IUnding and indubitably «min base - h .. come to be I«n as radically 
misguid.d. In the philosophy of mind, Dcsc:Irtcs' noo:i"" of an imm;o....,rial 
.hinkins sula .. rlC1' hll hem d..ided .. an explanuory dead-end, 
po~rlcss 10 ~o;roun. in ~ny illuminating ""'Y for the phenomenon of 
conociolw>tss and its .dation"'ip to .he physica l world. And, petho!", 
most d.VUtlting of ~1I,.he very IUtting point of Camsian mrtaphy.ic$, 
with its focus on the ,,"vare rdIecions of the isolaTed rhinker, hal been 
att2dted .. incoh.....,n" in.he aftermath of Wiltgen""in, ir hal 11K.,.... • 
ruli"3 orthodoxy that thought and language • ..., inescapably public, 
ooci~lJy mediaTed phenomena. and hence that the"" i. """"'hing deeply 
wrong with the very idea of 'almsi'n ,,"vacy' - of solitary, introSp«tiyc 

" ~ .. , P ... S;. IAT'''a;CS~, ,..-) ~ I>rtfo<t .. m. F ........ aiR;"" ohM"; i'" 
0(,.. .• , ," IAT ... ""CSM"90'. ". Co,..... ph";'" Iw, • ''' ...... I>,. III< end 01 III< <ennuJ ... <Om< ...... inc ....... 
pc< "rt ft<IftI tht .. "" .-. ~«d I .... occ.""'1 _ ...... " .l"'ftI'. 
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."'"'" to tho truth. But Ior.1I that, tho .nduring inl1um"" of One.rtts' 
id.a, rem. ins. It is of the natu ... of philosophy th.t its .dv."""' ..... lw.Y" 
.~hiovod by me.", of. ~ontinuing di.logu. with tho g ... a! th;nk .... of the 
PUt. The "ery /Jo that so m""h cont.mporary philosophy ddi~ its goal • 
• nd ..... ,hods in ... rk opposi.;on tn Canesi.n pa •• digms itself bea .. 
w;tness to ,h. powerful pressures which De''''rtes' approach to 
philosophy "ill cont;nues to .nrl. What i. ""lIod 'common seMO' in 
any agt frequonrly rurns ou, 10 bt .t.. half-<lig'''od ,.m.in, of ""rlior 
philosophical thwries. Many pwplc:', supposodly 'pre·philosophi<.I' 
imuitions about koowlodg., the mind and the ",lIure of ""minty, the .ery 
in.ui.ions which ,he pl\Hosuphe .. of the twentieth OO1tury have Struggled 
ru dismantle, have hec-n rondi,ionod by .he long,standing dominance of 
ways of thinking which Oneanes helped "".te. 

Bu, ,h .... is a fin al poin, fO bt mad •. Thou~h philosoph ... SIl/II<1i~ 
lik. 10 ,hink of .Mm..,I .... as btlonging to • qua,i·scien.ific, progressi •• 
discipline, wi.h " .ad)· ·adv.nen· in .......... h. tM actual hiuOlY of .he 
... bject .how.th .. i. does not, .nd cannOl:, prao«d in this m;.ilinnr way. 
Rather, it is . maner of Currents and counter-<:urrentS, of thc.es conquerod 
by ami,heses which ,hemsel .... ,h.n fall .inim '0 ""we' and .... invigora .. d 
inc. rn.,;ons of earl;", .... ;«.od ideas. Fo' ,hi, rea<on .10r><, i. is pl.usible 
to think mat the anti·Car ... ian thru .. of contempooary philosoph;';ng;" 
de .. ined, in some ...... , It ... , '0 ov., .... ch i ... II. A. f.r.s Onea ....... · 
g ...... 1 conception 01 philosophy is conct.nod. philoooph ... nowadoy. 
Ii .. in a Clutiou.ly speciali .. d world whi<h i, ..... ry of grand sy".ms, but 
JUSt as tM dominant Scholani<ism prior to One.nn ran OUt 0/ ... eIKY, <0 

i, is concei •• bl •• hat 'odaY'$ romp.anmen •• li.std apprn.ach to phi\o$ophy 
may I~ in appeal, and gi.e wa y to. f.indy recognisabJ., $ucc ... so, .n ,he 
Can"';an visiQn of a compr.hen,iv. philooophy th •• Itri v ... to inlograto 
the di.para .. area. of human cognition. Such speculations aside, one Ihing 
i$ <main, Ihat OWr thrtt and a half «nturin after they were wrillm, ,he 
M~d;~lio ... have lOS! none of .h.ir po.....,r to fascinato. Th. v;vidly 
drama.ic narr •• i •• in which Dna" ... prnmts ,he metaphysical co .. of 
hi, philosophy still exerts an extraOfdin •• y .pell, whether as. specimtn of 
a splendid bul doomed enlerprise, or as an inspiring exempla r of wha, ,he 
individual in •• lkct an .chi ... when il """ off.he bonds of aUlhotity and 
conven.;on and oe1S oul on Ih. long ... rch IOf secutity and lruth, In hi, 
Prrfac. 10 tM finl odition, Descartts ~~ that he did nOl: expect his 
M~d;IMiOIos to anract 'any great crowd of readers' lp. R).'" His.O<)' has 
proved him wrong, and will su .... ly con,inue.n dn <0 for. v"'y long . i ..... 
to COmt • 
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Chronology of Descartes' life and works 

born a! U Hay~ n~ar Tours on 3' Marth 
annld. Jesuit coUegt of La Flkht in Anjou' 
flIkes SIlccil/all.ial and Uctnct in law., Uni'trsiry of 
Poili~rs 

I 6,8 Soes 10 Holllnd; joins army 0/ Princt Mauric. of Na .... u; 
mens [sue II«<;:k"",n; composn a .hun t~ali .. on music:, 
Ih. ComPtndi~'" M~$icll~ 

16'9 ,,,,,.d, in Germany; 10 Nov...,bn-: hn vision of ,,"w marhe· 
"""ical and scitn,ific sy .. tm 

,611 r.lurns 10 F1'lInct; duri"8 !\txt few y.an spond, lime in 
Pari s, bu, also ,,.,. , .ls in Europr 

,618 romposn Rilles for the Direction of the Mind; lta..n for 
Holla nd , which i. to be hi. home unril .649, ,hough with 
frn{Unl' chanses of addre .. 

161~ bogins worlling on The World 
16n condtmnarion of Gllileo: Des<artes abandon. plans {o 

,6H Descanes' nalural daugh.er Frar.cir.c, baprionL 
(diW ,640) 

.6J7 Disro,,_ OIl/he Mnhod, wilh Optics, Mm",,· 
nlogy.nd Gtomttry 

, 64' Medilations on First Philoroplty publi,I\N, logeIhrr with 
Ob;ectio," and Rtpl ... (firs. six ..... ) 

.641 strond edi.ion of Mrdil.atio," published, with aLl .... n SOlS 
of Ob;ection ... nd Rtplirs and Ltlur 10 Dintl 

.643 Can ... ian philosophy cond...,n«\ at lhe University of 

Dn<.o .... ;. k,..,.... "' ........ y«I ...... A<dIo fooI."'''fIt ". ..... .... , .... """ ...... 0/ 
hi> ... ri •• 1 .nd cIrpomll'< It. unc<ffam. & ill<l pi.... o..c. ..... . <lm." i ..... ,..,., "" ,...o/""V>I .... '. ""'....!.O, ... IA. 1\0;[1<1. Lo wu M. !In.'''''''' I '''' I. W>I. '. po • I). 

'II ate 



U, rL"Ch,; Dtsc~n.s· long corrl'$pond."c. wi,h Princ.ss 
Eli",bnh of I\QNmi~ .... gins 

1 6~4 visits Frana; Pri"<ipl~. ofPbilruopiry publi,h~ 
1 6~7 ~warded a ptolion by King of Franct; bq:ins work on 

CHscription of tb~ HII ..... " Body 
1648 publish .. Commmu 011" Una;" BTOIOdJb ffl ; in,.",iewod 

by Frans Burman ., Egmond·Binne" (c""vasatiotr witb 
BII ....... " ) 

1649 80tS to Swo:den on invitation of Qu • ." Chri"ina; Tb. 
PtI5siotU of tbt So../ published 

t 6so dies at Stockholm on I , f.bruary 



Further reading 

The standard complne edition 01 DnclIrtes' wriring5 in the origilUll 
Frccnc:h and latin is: 

Adam, C. and P. T .nntry leds. ), (E"PrtS dd""""I1N, tty. tdn, U y0I5., 
Patis, Vrin!CN RS, • 96~-+7& ItekrtN 10 .s 'A T / 

~ otandatd .ht ... · yo lum< Engl i.h Edi.ion is: 
Cottingham, J., R. Slootho(( and O. Murdoch (tds.), Tht 

Phi/osophical W,iti"g' of D.=mN, Vol,. 1 and n, Cambridge, 
Cambridge University Prns, 198.5 ( .. krred 10 .. 'CSM'); Vol. Ill, 
11>. Corr"fH>"dnru , by the sam< lran.lalOrs pl us A. Kenny, 
Cambridge, Cambridgt Uninrsity PrM., '991 ,roferred to •• 
'CSMK') 

For gtnI'fal introd...mons [0 ~.rr .. ' philo$ophy Sft: 

Coaingm.m, J .. O ..... l1ts, Oxford, BJadrw.lI, '98& 
Ktnny, A., D,sut/n: A Study of His Philoropby, ~ York, Random 

HQ<lst, ' 968 
William., B., Ot''''''l1ts: Tht Pro;tcr of Pit,. /"qltiry, london, Penguin, 

'978 
WilllOl1, M., DtK4rfts,london, Routledge & Kcpn Paul, 1978 

A1phabt1ia.lly arranged summaries and discussions of the chief c~pls 
and problems in ~rtes' philosophy aR to he found in: 

Coningham, J., A DtWll1ts Dicoo"'"'Y, Oxford, Blackw¢lJ, 1991 

A valuable collection of nsay. on the M, di/at;(JnJ is: 
Rotf)', A. O. led:), fJUlyf (J" DtJurlts' Mt dilalio"s, ~rktlcy, 

Un;YCf'lity at California Press. '98& 

The following is a c(JUection (Jf critical essays ((IYcring all asp«n of 
Dts<;an .. ' thought: 

Cartinsham J. G. Itd./. Th. Cambridgt Cmttpa"io" to DtsurftJ, 
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Cambridg •• Cambridge' U~ iv.rsify Pres .. J99~ !indudos ox,endod 
bibliography) 

For a wick, g.rasp 01 Ih. im.II«lual conl.xl in which IkscartO'l ",rOf ..... : 
P.rkinson. C. H. R. lod. I, Rm.tledgt Hi.ro')' of Philoropby. Vol. 4: 

Tht Rtnai$$i1nu and ~ventffnlh c.."ll<ry Raljo,,~[i.m, london. 
Routkdge, ' 993 

Sorell, T . (cd.), The Rht nf Mootm fh;/QJopby, O xlord, O armdon 
Pm., '993 

Ot"', usc-lui col!«fi<>ns and monograpns: 
ilfy<Saik, J.·M., [../l phi/"snph;" p •• min t d. o..S<olm., Pari .. Flam. 

"",,,on, '979 
Oarh. D., O".~aru.· Phi/n,vpl.>, nf Sd""ff. Ma nch ... ,e" Manchos,e, 

Uni vorsily Pm .. 19h 
Curloy. E.. Ors<ams "ga;"., tbe SIt."t;". Oxford. llIack,... U. J 978 
Don~. W. (cd.l. Des<ane" " CoII.,lio" of Crilieal r.l"'Ys, New York , 

Doubleday. ' 967 
F .... nklurt, H. C., D""<JIrs, D,eame's and Mud"'e": The o..fenlt "f 

R "~.",, in o...",ut~· M.dil~tion$, Indianapolis, Bobbs·Merrill, '970 
Gar~r, D., 0..="", ' Meuphy,i("al Pby,ie<, Chicago, Univors;fy of 

Chicago Pr ..... '99~ 
Gallk'ager, S., Dr="'" " n Inull«tl<a/ Bjography, Oxford, O ar­

."don Prns, '99S 
Cuo,ouh, M .• 0..=" .. u/on 1"0.<1,. <I .. rai", ... . Pari •• Monla igr.t, 

19S). Engli.h Iran •. by R. Arii'w, Dos",,,, •• PhiloJop/ry 1"lerpreud 
"ccord;"g to .he O.d • • of RU$on., Mjn~apoliJ, Univ .... ify of 
Minnosma Pma, '9B4 

Hook.,. M. (cd.l, 0....:.", ... Cril;c.rl and /1IItrp.efillt Euilys, Balfimore, 
John. Hopkin .. 1978 

Jolley , N., The Ughl of Ih. 501</: Throrits of Idus i" Ltib"i:. 
llto/..b.an<.he and D .. «: .. rt~., Oxford, Oxford Univ .... il}' P!"US, , ~~o 

MQ)'al,J. D. (cd. l. RtM D •• ~ .. rfts. Crili~al " .. ~ .. mrtm •• vol ... London 
and N.w York. Roullcdgt. 199 1 
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Note on [he text and the translation 

Descarlel' most celebrated philosophical work wu writtt'n in Lotin 
during 1M period r 6 )8-40, when the philo$ophet was Uving, for the most 

pan, at Sanlpoon. This 'comer of nonh Holland', M """""e to Mersen .... 
on Z 7 May r 6)8, was much more suitable for his work man me 'air of 
I'lIr;" with ia 'vaK number of inevitable diKractions'.' The work was 
ccmpklcd by April ,640, and was ~rK published in Pari. in .64' by 
MicMI 50Iy under 1M: tille MtditatiolftJ Ik Pri_ Pbilosopb;,. (Mtdi/Q· 
rioou "" first Pbilosophy); tM: $ubrille add. 'in which are demonmatcd 
Ihe txiaten<:e of God and the immortaliTY of the soul'. In earlitr 
c~ DescantS had rehrred to his work as the Mtl~Phy.ics, 
bu.t he evml~lly decidHI mar 'the mo .. suitabk title i. MedillJriotU "" 
Fin. Pbilowphy, becalUt the discu .. ion is not confined 10 God and 1M 
SOIII but treats in ge .... ral Qf all the first things 10 be dis<:Qvercd by 
p/tilosQphi>.ing'. I 

[lucancs was not enlirdy uIi,ned with S<>ly as a publi.her, and he 
arranged for a second edition of the Modi/Qtio",to be brought oul in Hoi­
land, by tn. house of Elzeyi. of Amlte.dam. Thil second edition appc .. ed 
in ,64', with a .... w and more appropriate subtide, "". 'in which arc demo 
onltnlled the .xillcnee of God and the dillinaion between the human 
..... 1 and the body'. The second editiQn oontain. a number of millOr COr· 
reerions to the texllthough in practice the sense is seldom affected], and 
except where indicated il is Ihi. edition Ihal i, followed in the prtstn. 
Innslation. 

A French lranslation of the Mtdi/4tiolfS by Louis·Charln d' Alben, Due 
de Lurnn (.6i()-90] appeared in "47. This i, a tolcr.bly .ccurate vcr· 
sion which was published wj.h DescantS' approval; Ad';en Bamet, in hi, 

, ATIII," 
I u....-",_oI" Ne",,~. ,6oQ IAT ""J,;CSMK Ipl. 
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biography of DHCanes. goes $0 fa, as 10 daim thaI th~ philoooph~r look 
advantage of tho( F,en.;:h roition to ' ,elouch his original wo.k '.J In bel, 
how ... er, Ih~ FmI<:h ~ion general ly Slays fairly dose 10 lho( Lalin. 1M .. 
arf a numb .. of pl ,as WM .. ph.,," in Ihf origin'! orf p.raphr.~d Or 
upandcd $Om~hal, bUI il i. impos,ibl ~ 10 lay which Ollhf~ modifi · 
c",ions. if any, w~ .~ di«<lly inilialed by Dnconn l $Om~ a.~ «rtainly 100 

dumsy 10 ~ hi, wo.k). Tht .. is rhus no good ca~ for giving ,h~ F •• neh 
vt .. ion grulf. ,u lho,i,y Ih .n .h. original lal in le.t, which w~ know th" 
Dncanc, himself comp<lS(:d; .nd Ihe p.es<n, !fan,I • • i"" , ,,,, •• fo.e . I"·a)". 
ptOvidn, in Ihf firsl in5lan«,. di.re . .. n<kringof ,he original ulin. BUI 
whf " "pan.ion, or modifica lion, .0 ~ fouT1<l in .h. Ftcnrn ,·.rsion nffc. 
u",ful gl os .... on, 0. addilion. 10, Ih. original, ,h~ >ff .Iso u . nslal«l. 
bUI .Iway. in diamond b.ack~", o. in 100,"01'" TO oyoid confusion. 

N soon as he had complet«l lhe Meditatio"" Des£anes began 10 
circulalO lhem among his fritnd •• asking for comments and criticis.ms. Ht 
also oml th. manuscript 10 Friar Marin Mtrwnne 1. ,88-,6481, hi. 
fritnd and prindp.d cormpondrnt, u king him to olxain further 
criticisms. H~ wrote to Mtrxnne in a 1m..,. of .8 January , 641:'J will 
bt vtry' gllod if f:>W1l\e rut to mt many objection, . the StrOOgHllhey can 
find, for I hop< .ha •• h • • ru.h will ... nd oul all 1M ben ..... n,. multing 
, ix ..... of Obitctiont (Ihe fi"l oe. collected hy Descan .. hi ...... lf. the 
remainder by Merwnn,) wer, pubh,h.d in l u in, "'St.her with 
Descants' Replies, in 1M .. me volume a. 1M fir" (.64' ) edition of the 
M. dilalKIIU. 1M oecond ..Jilinn of 1M M.dilalKmJ ! '~4~) conta;nN in 
.dd;{iOfl 1M Scvm.h Set of Objection. logether with On.;artes· Rcplia, 
and also the lene. 10 Dinn I,ll in lalin). 1M lC.ms ·Objection.' and 
'Replies' were Juggcsted hy o...:artc5 himself, who askN that hi, own 
rom .... n" should be called 'Replies' rolher Ihan 'SoIurion$' in ordr. to 
I .... ve th ... ader to judge whether hi. ~pJies rootain«l solutions to the 
difficuJ,ies olkrcd.1 

The volume remaining Ih, F •• nch translation of Ih. M.ditJIKmS (by dr 
Lu yn"), which apl"'arcd in 1 64 7, also rootoin«l a F .. nch v<"ion olth. 
1i"1 six "''' 01 Ob~ctio"s dtfd RepJ'" by DCI."""' discipl. Ct.ud< Cttr. 
",lie. (.6'4-84). Although;1 ;, fr<'<lu~nl ly •• id thaI De.ca"", S.1 w and 
approved 01 Ih i. "an.lation. Ih ... i., a, "'ilh I"" Medildl'O"S prol"" . no 
good case /0' pre/ • .,ing the F~nch . ... ion 10 th. original l alin which 
O¢sc.,," himsell romf'OO"d. It should .Iso be «m.".t.c",d th •• an ,h~ 

• LI Vi< M .<I""""" Dr • .c....., IP";" HOffl .... I>. ,.,,: p/>ot<>&I'.p~i< "l"';nI 
Hildnlloim, 01 .... " 7'~ ..... II. Po I, • . 

• ATII'·'7:00.\tK , n. 
, Lenen 10 Met ........ of )0 s.pt<IIIb<t "40...J ,. M. ,,~ ,64 ' IAT III IS.. )40; aMJ( 
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". 
obj«lors wrot~ in Lu in. and had Mia •• ,hem only the utin tat 0/ th. 
M. diw io", when they ,nol •. The p~nt nt .. m from the Obi.Cli01,. 
a"d Rep/i ••• '" ,h.rdo •• b.",d enri rrly on th. original Utin. 

Th. Fin, Sn of Obiections i$ by • Ca,...,l i" thMlogi.n from HolI. nd, 
JoII.nnes c.,erus Uoh.n <k Kat.r), ... ·ho "'OJ pne$' in charge 01 ,h. 
do""h of 51 Lourens at Alkmur from .6J 1-S6. Ca,eru! had betn asked 
t" commfru on ,h. Medi/a/io" . by twO f.llow priem who wc.e friends of 
Dna,,", llanni ... and BIotm.<n; and il is <0 thew twO intennediaoo 
dI<ll both Co""u.· Obj«tions and Dtscanes' Repl ies Ue addrwed. 
IXoartn wrote fO M. rS<'nM on 2..4 Dece",ber ,640 mot u terus him ... l! 
wished to fflI'Iain anonymous.' 

TM 5w>nd ScI of Objtcrinns j . simply ."ribult<I 10 'theologians and 
philosoph.,,' in the index to 1M lim edition, but ,h. Fr.",h v.rsion of 
.647 o"l\Oun= ,h. 1 they .... e •• 'WIl •• IN by ,h. Reverend falh • • Mer­
",nM', In f. cl lhey .r< 1' 'I~dy .he wo,k 0/ McrscnM himK!f. 

The Third Stt of Objw ion, ('by. «lcbrott<! Eng! ;,h philosopher', uy • 
• he . 647 edition) i~ by Thom.~ Hobbes ('588-'61' ) who had At<! to 
F,.n«, for poli ti",,1 ... sons, in [640. Although many of Hobbes' poin!> 
ar< of con.ide,.ble philosophical in[e'"[, Descan"' COmments a.e 
....,.lIy cun and di.milSi • • in [he nllem.-. 

The Fourth kl of Obje<1ion. i. by .h. Fr.",h ,hto)ogi.n and logician 
Antoine Arnauld (1611..-'94), who boamc DoctOf of Thto)08y'l the 
Sorbonne in [64 I. IIoth the OhjC<1ion' . nd Repli" . .. . dd."sW 10 Me.­
""ne " intermtdia.y, and .he 'one of both authors i. coun""". and 
."pectful throughout. 

The Fifth Stt of Objcections i. by the ph ilosoph • • Pierre Gusendi 
(I 5,1-. 655). Hi, c;ommenn au very lengthy and come ncar to bei"3 a 
poragt.ph by patallt.ph c;omm.-mary on ,h. Meditatio .... Ga...,ndi', 
tone il ofren ",e.bic, .nd Dcscan", frequently !'acto wilh bri,dy defensi­
Veness, 

The Six.h k . of Objcctions was p.inted with no ind ication of the 
.utho. in ,h. ~'" and StXOnd t<!ilions, and i. desc. ibed in Ih. 1647 French 
tdi tion as being 'by v .. iou. theologians and philosophe .. '. The compiler, 
u in the case of 1M Second ObjC<1ions, i, Me!'$CnM. 

The Seventh Stt of Objection. i. by 1M J"uit, Pier«: Bou.din 115515-
'65 , ), ~ttes had mn ug •• 10 obl:ain .M suppan of ,he Jesu its 10. hi. 
philosophy, but M wu very diuppointtd with what he called 'the 
quibblts of Father lIou.din'; h. w.otelo M.rscnne 'I haW' Irt'ottd him as 
courttously as poo.;ble, but r h.ve Mver <ttn • p.per SO ful( of raults." 

• AT m "' J; CSMI: . 6) . 
, Un<. 0/ M • ...., " .. tAT ttl l<J; CSMI: ." I. 
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The English text, printed b.1ow, of Ihe Medi",timu and of malmal 
from 1M O~€rjr>t .. "nd R41/i« is taken from Volume II of Tb~ 
Philo<ophical Writings of Dtuarlu, Iran.larN by John Coningham, 
ROMn StOOl:hoff and Dugald Murdoo;h (Cambridge, Cambridge Uni· 
venity Press, ,~8J), known as ·(;SM·. In eM division of J.,bour adOpied 
for rhal edilion, il fell to me: 10 lranslal~ tM Mtdi",rions and 1M 
Objections Illid R41'i4 •. I should like, however, 10 Oln: .. !ht vety con· 
siderablt debll owt' 10 my friends and colleagues Professor Sroorholf and 
Dr Murdodl, who Kruljni~ my work al evi:ry ~, and made 
numerous corrtcrion. and suggestions for improvement. 

The .de<:ting of exlra,U from the Objtuio,.. "lid R41!it l hal b«n done 
.pe<:ial\y for th~ prutnl volume, and tM naok. sh""ld no<e Ihat 1M 
nlrocrs do not necnsarily come in the order in which . hcy appear in me 
original. [nslead, I ha'-e arranged the materiallMmalically, 00 as 10 indio 
cate 1M main poinl5 of critici.m Ihat occurred to DeKarles' conlempor· 
aries as they .tad through the Mtd;tations, and 10 show how DoelCllrles 
clarified and developed hil argumenlS in responK 10 lhow crilicisms. In 
conckn.ing oomr 32.0 page. of lexi down '0 oomr JO for ,ht p.utn. 
volume, [ have of course: had 10 M rulhleslly Klea;ve. My aim hal b«n to 

aOli" the nudenl in coming 10 term. wilh the complex and subtle rtalOll' 
ing of Ih. Mtditlltio~J by focu,ing an.nlion on "'me of tn. pri""ipal 
philO$Ophical difficulties ",hich arioe <><It of Descartes' deccptivoly lucid 
masterpiece:. Before each alta't, or group 01 nln as, I have IUpp~ed a 
ritl. indio.ina: 1M topic dealt with, and ar lhe end of each e><1ract 1M 
reack. wiU firwl a lIOIe of tM ICT of Obj«rions or Replies 10 whi.ch il 
belOfl3S, tog<'Ihe. wilh a !"Ige rderence to Volume II of CSM, where 1M 
unabridged English Inl may be f<><lrwl. The translation_, boo:h of 1M 
Mtdi",tio~J and of the oelecrion. from {he Obi~crionJ ~"d R41lia, an 
ba~ on the lalin {(><1 in Volume VII of tho standard edition of Desarru, 
as.."'t. de Dt.".,uJ, rd. C. Adam and P. Tannery (known as ·Ar). 
Running refe .. oc:n 10 tM .. kvanl pag( numbe .. of AT vol. vn a", 
JUpplied in lhe margin •. For ref~rcnc:e purposes, it may a .. ist ",ade .. to 
know rna. 'M !"Iginarion of 1M Altdiraoons in 1M te><1 Ihat follows is 
virtually idenrical wilh lhal in CSM vol. II . Finally, J should add ,ha , I have 
taken lh. opponunity 01 lhe reissue of {he pr=nl volume: 10 make a small 
number 01 corrections 10 the Iranslalion, moor of whi.ch a.e the resullof 
comments thalre. de .. ~ .. kind er>Ough 10 send me: aftcrthc: publication 
ofCSM. 

J. C. 
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Meditations on First Philosophy 



Copyrighted material 



(Dedicatory letter to the Sorbonne/ 

To !Ito" motll.~m~d a .. d djsri .. ,ujshrd mm, the Dean a .. d Votro" of 
thr sat;,d Fac .. lty ofTht<JWgy at Paris, from Rmi Dt=rt.s. 

I have, very good rUSOn for off~ring thi. book to you, and I am 
confident that you will have an equally good r~aSOn lor giving it you. 
protection OnCe you und~mand th~ principl~ behind my urKknaking; ... 
much 00, that my be.t way of commending it to you will be to tell you 
bri.Ay of the Soal which I ,hall be aiming at in the book. 

[hav. alway, thoughllh" lWO lopics - namely God and Ihe ooul - are 
prime .xamples of subj«ts where demonmalive proofs oughllo be given 
with Ih. aid of philosophy rath.r Ihan Iheology. For uS who are believ ... , 

AT VII 

, 

il is enough 10 "ctpI on faith thallh. human ooul don IKK die wilh lhe 1 

body, Ind Ihal God exi", ; but in Ih~ ca.., of unbelM:ve .. , il seem. Ih" 
Iher. is no religion, and practically no moral vinu., Ihat lhey can be 
penuaded to adopt unlilth."" Iwo lrulh. are proved 10 Ihem by n.tural 
reloon. And sine. in Ihis life th. r.ward. offt.ed 10 vi<:. are ofttn great'l 
Ihln lhe re .... ard. of vinue, ftw people would prefer what i, right to .... h" 
is expedienl il lhey did nol fear God 0. have Ih. exp«u.ion 01 an 
aft. r-lif •. It i. of COU ... quilt I.". Ihat we mutt believe in Ih •• xisltn« of 
God beeauM' il is a doctrine of Holy Scrip,ure, and conv.rxly, that ..... 
mUst beli~ Holy Scripture becau ... il comes from God; for li nce faith i. 
the gift of God, h. who gives u'l.ace 10 belM:ve <Kher Ihings can .1 ... give 
UI Ila« to beli~ th" he exis .. , BUI Ihi, argumtnl cannot be pUI 10 

unbel;""." becau ... lhey would j ud~ il to be a rcub •. Moreover, J hive 
IKKiced bolh Ihar you and all <>Iher theologians aunt that the txillt"n« 
of God i. capabl. of proof by natural reason, and aI ... th .. th. infe.ence 
from Holy Scripture illh .. the knowled", of God is eUKr 10 acquire than 
the knowled .. we have of mlny crea~ Ihin" _ 00 t.,y, indetd, ,hit 
thos<> who do nor .cqui •• it al'l' at fault. This i. clear from a puu .. in the 
Book of Wisdom, Chapt •• I)' 'Howbtitthey are IKK to be txCIIKd, lor if 
lheir knowledg. WOl ... creal ,hat 'My could value this world, why did 
,hey not uther find oUllh~ Lo.d ,h. reof ?' And in Romani, o,apltr, il is 
Jlid that they are 'Wilhoul .xCIIK', And in th~ .. m~ place, in 1M palSal. 
'that which i. known 0/ God is m.n ifes, in them', we seem 10 be lold Ihat 
every.hinl ,hat may be known of God Can be dtmonlluled by reaooninl 
which ha$ no <Khe. oou.« bUI OUr own mind. Hence I ,bouchl it .. as 

, 
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'1Uil~ prol"C" for m~ 10 ,nqui .. how ,hi\ may be, and how God may t.. 
mor. "lily and mort .r.tainly known rh.n th o ,hjng~ of ,hi, .... orld. 

J A. ,.g.rd. ,he wul, many propl. h.". "",,,drr..J ,h .. j , i. nO! cur [0 
disc",., ir. normo, and wm. h.v. <,'cn had rh •• ud>riry I" u"'rllh'l, U 
far ., hum.n ... """ing gon, ,h ... arc pr .. uo.;vo g.OIIrnh for holding 
,ha1Ih. ",ul di •• along wi,h th. body and ,ho, th. opposirr vic .... i. b.~ 
On f.ith olon •. But in it, cighlh •• "ion ,b. la,.r. n Council hdd uolk. 
leo X condcm""d 'h .... ,,'ho '30.. ,hi, po.ilion,' and cxprnsly cnioioN 
Ch.;,,;an ph;lowph ... to .dutc rhci •• 'lIu .... nt. and UK all their pow,,, 
to nt.bli,h 'M truth; Kl i ha,'. nOl h.,iu'cd 10 In.mp' ,his ,a. k as 1".11. 

In oddition. I know ,ha11h. only , •• ""n why many irrdigious pc'Opl. 
arc uO"'illing to boti,,,. [hal God nim and ,hal ,h. hum.n mind ;s 
di.rincr Irom rn. body is rh. )n.,«1 lac! rh~r no ont has hirhmo bttn 
abl~ to demon",.!, Ih~$C poinu" Now I compl~rtly diug . ... wi,h rhio: I 
think Ih.r whtn propt.ly undtmood .lmo",.11 the •• gurnm" that h ... 
bttn PUt lorward on Ih."" ;,,1ItS by tn. gr.at mtn hav. Ih. lorce 0/ 
dtmonm'liom, .nd I am convinc.d Ih" il;' K.rctly pouibl.to provide 
any argumtn .. which h,,". nOt .Ir .. dy b ... n produc«l by <omtont ell<'. 
Neverlhd.s., I think tn.,. C~n be no mOrt uselull<'''·''' 10 be rend.red in 
phi!o<ophy th an to conduct a cartlul "".rch, Oncr and for all, lor the bnr 
0 1 rh ...... arg""",nl<, and ro set .hem OU t <0 p,eci""ly and dc.rly .. to 
product lor In. lutu ... g.n ... 1 os ... m.nt that thoy .mOunt 10 
dcmonmaliv. proofs. And ~n.lly, I W", >1rongly pr .. ",d to underu ke 
thi, I.sk by ",,·cral people ,,·hn knc"· ,hat I h. d d.veloped • "",.hod for 
,...,Iving cen.in diffjcuhiu in rh. ";cl><c. _ not a new .... thod 1for 
nothing i. old .. rh.n ,ho nutll), bur on. whim rMy had o«n mc u", with 
some .uccc .. in Oth ... r .. s; and I Iherolo .. thooghl it my duty to make 
$Orne a"empt to . pply il to thc matter in hand. 

• Th. p' ...... nt "c.ti.e cont. in ... e'Ylh ing Ihat I have b«n ablt '0 
.""mplish in th is . ru. NOI thar [hav •• lItmp.N co coll«t h ••• all the 
differ.", arguments th .. could be pur lorward 10 .. t.bli,h the urn. 
'<$ul", lor ,his docs not .... m wo nhwhilc .xctpt in co..,. wh .. e no ,ingl. 
argument i ... gardN 01 .uffici.ndy .. liable. WhO! I ha .. done i, to take 
m .. ely the principal and most import.n! arguments and develop Ihem in 
.ueh a wa y th.11 woold now ventu.e to put them lorward .. very .enain 
.nd tviden. demons.rations. I wi ll .dd th.r Ih."" proofs a .. of .uch a 
kind that I .. ckon IMy l.ave no room for 1M pos,ibility th.1 the hum. n 
mind willeY" diKOV" bcll~r 0 ..... The vit. l importance ollhe cause .nd 
the glory of God. '0 whi<~ ,ho enUre undtrt.k;ng i, dir« ltd, h~r. 
compel"'" to .peak SOmewhal mo .. fr ... ly . boUI my own achi~ •• ""'n" 

, Tho: L",,,," ao.<>cil 01 '!' J "",dnnned rh< Am"," .. , .. , ... hf<h oX ..... 1'<""",1 
,mm ..... I,t, . 
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min is my ",,,om. BUI .llhoush I rqard 1M p<oon II quile «T<~jll and 
Mdml, I c:&nllOf l~fou penvadt m)'Klf lhat ,....,. 1ft 5,uublr 10 be 
arUpee! by .. "',one. In I"""""'ry theft aft .... ny wnrinp kit b,. 
ArdoirndFl, ApoIlooUulo, Pappus and OIhc .. which .n acttp<td hy 
evu,_" rYidmllnd cnu;n bee,uK they <;On,.in IbtoIultly n«hin, 
dll, ;0_ Yery us, 10 un&mand whm considtml on irs own, and urn 
Ilqo IiI1 ;n prt'ciRly w;,h ""hi' hn 10M bdOI1: ; yd ben .. ", IMy are 
....... " .. hI1 Ion" .nd dcrrw>d ..... ry Inml'vc relde., " i. onl, wmpara­
ti .... ly fnr people .. 110 Un.X.51lnd them. In 1M ume "'"y •• Ithough 1M 
proof, . cmplO)' here Ire in my vilOW Il ~n.in.nd "kiml'S the proofs 
of 8flI_try, if 1\0{ mon: 10, il will, I fear, M imp<l$.ible lot many people 
10 adlitv. In adequlle pt.(option of them, boch b«.UK thq ••• tltha 
Iona: and 101M depend on od.en, and .11(1, .bov •• 11, beauK IMy 
n:qui1'C' mind which i. comp~ely frtc from prt'C'Ollaind opinion. and 
which ta" ... iI, dec.eII iudl from in"tOlffiM'lI wilh 1M "',,, .... MOl'<'­
_, ~k .. 100 hn. In .panoek for mttlphysical Rudin art «""inl, 
111M 10 1M. found in tM world in .ny &rUt" nllmMn min lho.t who han 
.n IPfitv& lot fCO"WUl'. Wh.! is 1'10«, IIM:U ii 11M: d iffcrmoa: ,hal in J 
JeOf<lth1' hU)",. baa bttn 1II."n 10 leap! Ihll as a rule no p .... 
poIilion i, pilI forward in a book ";,houl IIM: •• brin, a o;oncI"sivc 
dtukNdlnlion Iv.ilablt; 50 U'IIClfJIfrimad iludo:nU mlI" Ihe mil13kc of 
acetpli.., wh.1 iI hoi", irI,hri. do:siu fa .ppel. fa undcnllnd iI, mo •• 
oftm Ih.n ,hey make 11M: mistllkc of rti«tin, wh.1 ii inK. In philomphy, 
by con.rail,!he belief illhar CYCrylhilll cln be.fIUCd ci!her way; 50 few 
PftIPIe pun ... the lrulh, ",hile lhe tn.1 majonly build up Ihe'lr repu .. · 
lion for illJe1lui.y by boldly mackin, ",h.,ewer i. moll K1und. 

Hm«, Whll ... e• Ihe qu.lity of my al'lummll m.y be, beelU ... Ihey 
h.ve fa do with philotophy I do 001 upea they ",ill en.blt me.o . , hi"". 
any ¥fl)' WOfth",hilc muln unlas )"011 CClfM 10 my .id by ... n.ing me 
)"OU. paUOUJe.' 1M rq>lllIoon of )'011' F.tull)' is 50 firmly IUccd in 11M: 
mindt of .II,.ad 11M: name of lhe Sorbonnc hullld! ... thoriIY WI, ";,h 
!he Octptio .. of dw Sa : .. d Councill, no i,,";lullon t .rrin mor' .... ciJhl 
than )"OlIn in m.llen of faith ; while as nprds humlfl philoMlphy, fOIl 
.ft lhouab. of ..... ,000 10 1IoDM, ho<h for ''''ilhl .nd ..... ncI ..... and alKl 
for rbc inl<pil)' and wisdom of you. JI'lOIMMInccmmll- Bee.u" of mis, 
rbc ...... luot)'Ollr aorcfullllmrion fa rlW. book. if you Ocitncd fa ,,_. i., 
."..Id be dvttfoId. Fine, me crron in it ",ould lor corrmC'd- for whtn I 
mMmbu 001 only th.t l.m. hum.n beins. bUI .bove.1I th" t.m In 
iplOf.nt one, I aonnex d.im it il fr« of min.kef. S«ondly, any p .... gel 

, Abt,' ....... tMIt _« .... "" ,Iii ' on « .... M,ho. ', ............ _ok -wm. .... 
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.... hich arc dd~iH, or insufficiently devt\optd Or requiring funhtr 
~xpl.n~lion, would be supplemened, COmpl(IN and cl.rified, eilM. by 
roulst'lves Or by JIlt after you have givm me you. adv;ce. And l.stly, ~nU 
,h. arguments in Ihe book proving thai God existS and ,hallh. mind i. 
distinct from ,h. body h"'f bttn brought, as J am sur<' IMy can be, 10 

6 luch a pilch of duilY ,hat they .r. fil 10 be ,tg •• ded as very exact 
.nmonmuions, you may be will ing 10 d«l.r. as much, and make. 
public SI.temen, 10 ,ha, d«t. If all ,hi, ... tr •• o happtn, I do not doubt 
,hat .1I1h, ,rron which have nu uis,t<! on Ih." subjects would 5000 
be e .... dic.ted from ,he minds of men. In Ih. cast' of.n t~ wl>o ,hart' 
you, inteUig.",' .nd leuning, ,he truth il,,\1 will ... dily .nsure ,h.1 they 
<"boc,il>< ") your opinion. A. for Ih. alh~im, who a .. g ..... rally ~r:s 
u,I><, ,han propk of .. 01 imdlig.nct or I .. ,ning, you, au,ho,ity will 
induct ,h.m '0 lay .sid.. ,h. 'pi,i, of conrr.diction: .nd, .ine. th.y know 
tho, ,I>< a"um."" a .. "g.a,dni .~ d..monmation. by an who ... 
intrll«tu.lly gift.d, ,h.y m.y .v.n go so fa, a. 10 ckf~nd Ih~m. rother 
th.n .pp¢.' "'" to unde .... nd ,htm. And finally. tveryom .1", ",·iII 
confi<kn,ly go along wi,h.., m.ny dedata,ion. 01 •• "'",. and ,h ... will 
~ no ant Id, in ,h. wo,ld who will d ... '0 call in,o doubt .;th~r ,he 
... ; .. ."" of God Or ,he real di .. ine,ion bt ...... «n ,h. human K>ul and 
body. n.. 8"" adv'nla~ .h .. ,hi, would bring i .... rnethin8 .. ·hieh you, 
in you, lingul.r wi14om, . .. in a be"., "",ilion 10 •• alu ... th.n 
.nyon.:' and i. would ill beeom. m. to ~p¢nd any mo" lim. wm""'nd· 
ing th. cau", of God .nd r~ligion 10 you. wl>o have alway. bun 1M 
great~" tow., of .(,~"gth 10 the Catholic Chu,ct.. 

, Preface ro the readtrl 

I bri~Ay u:\Uchni On Ih. lopics of God .nd th. human mind in my 
Di,co",u Oil I~ "'~Ihod of righlly rolld"uins "~'Oll ~lId ,ulrillS lIN 
t,,,,th jn I~ sc;mce" whim wa< publishtd in Fr.neh in [6'7. My pY'P"K 
Ihut WOl "", 10 p,ovide 0 full "~o'm.nl, bu, m.rtly [0 off ••• • ampl •• 
and I •• rn from ,h. vi~w. of my ... <k .. how l .hould h.ndl. ,ht« 'opics 
at a I., .. da't. The inut. I«mnilo mt of .uch gnat imporrone. th., I 
consid.,.d Ih.y OUghl '0 be dult "'itl, mo,. Ihan on",: al>ll Ih. 'oUle 
which I follow in upl.ining tht'" i$ so untrodd..n and so .. mOl. /,om 
,ht """mol W'y. ,hat I Ihoughl it would "", be helpful 10 giv •• fuJI 

, 'I, ~ "', r<'" to Iud&< ,he ..tv.",,,,, ..... ...,.Id """" /""" ...... ,"' ........ b<I;'h 
film!,. ~n« y .. Oft.1I r!.r d;""don,..hod. «Imt ltorn ,''',, btlnl do.o .. «I' lfm><lo 
.",ion) . 
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"WIlJIt of i, in, book wrium in f,,1lCh .nd cklis-ilO br rnd by.n 
.nd ... ndty. in caM weaker inle11cccs mi&h' brlin-~ 111'1 mq. OUshl to Itt 
OUI on ,he .. _ p.th. 

In 1M OW_ I asked .nyone who fo\Ind .n)'thin, wonh a iticiDfIS 
in whll I h,d ...nnm to boo kind mou&h to poinl i, 0U1 10 1M. ' In the CIK 
of my mn.rkI conarnina God and .hc IOU), only !wo ob;ections HOI .h 
manion,na ~ •• put to me, which J .hall IlO'/O' bridJy ,nlwn bo/o[. 
C!!Ilnrkins on I mon: prec:ioe d.mdation of meK ropia. 

1M 6n1 objKrion it .hi,. From .1\( f.a ,h.IIM h..", ... mind, .. he" 
di~CI.d low.rd, ilKlf. don nol ~rc'-;v. ilKlf 10 be .n)'fhinS othe, th.n 8 
•• hinkinalhing. i. don no\: follow ,h'l in n.1UI. Or "Knee ron,illl only 
in in btina I thinkinglhin" whe", the word 'only' ndudes tyrrythina 
dw ,h., CO\IId be ... iiI to bdOlll to ,h. n.tur. of 'M lOUt My .nlWft" to 

lhill obj«tion is th'l in th., plS5'~ i, was IlOl my ,nlmlion 10 m.ke 
me- nelusion. in an order COfTcopondi", 10 thc octu.1 truth of the 
mamr (which I ''11lI0II delJinS"';th.1 mar 11.",1 bu ...... lel' in an order 
cornsporwIinllO "'Y 0.... pc' CCplio<l. 50 11K IItrIX of the P"""'&e WII 
th.1 I W'I .wart of nodIi~ It ,II thar I Ww Mionp to my nsma', 
uapi thlll W" • minking chin&, or. chin. pcu,,"in. wichin itsdf dM: 
baolly of ,"ink in • . ! l oh.U,loowtwr, Mow bt:low bow it follows from dM: 
faa chll 11m .wart of lIOthin. (1st bt:IonJin, 10 my"""",,", mal nodting 
dK doe, in faa bt:1on, 10 il. 

Tht Kcond obj«tion il ,hi ... From 1M f.a mil I hln willlin rnt In 
id ... of. Ihin, Il1O« p«1«! Ihln mYKlf,;1 don not follow mil dM: ick. 
ilKlf ;1 more pcrl«! I".n m(, lrilllni Ihll Whll il repreRnl«l by 1M 
ilkl (Xilll. My reply ;llhn IM.(;I an Imbi,uily here in 1M word 'ick.'. 
'loki' con be I.hn m.l(n.lly, IS .n operllion of I"t inlflka, in which 
cue: il Clnna\" be Aid 10 bt morc p«fect Ihan 1M. AhmlU;vtly, il atn bt: 
tll<m obitc"rivdy, .. dM: mi", rtprnmwl by mil operation; .nd mil 
thin .. n<en if il it noc rqarO«l IS cx;lri", ou.lick dM: inldkn, WI lrill, in 
vi""" of iI1 ~, be more pcrfect dun m)'Klf. A, 10 bow, from dM: 
rntre f.a mal there il within 1M In idc:1 of _iii", mort I"',ftc! man 
rnt, it follows dullh" min, really mill, mil il f1Innhin, w"ido will be 
fully upllinN bt:1ow. 

Apan from tbeu objecrionJ.. 1M""'" two fairly itnl'h, "$.OY' whido I 
h.~ looked II! bull,,", did not mack m, rellOll;1II 011 thcK ntal1(fS 
110 much II my cond",ions, and employ«l Irpommn lifted from dM: 
K.ndard IOUr~ of lhe ' 11Iti11l. BUllrtummli of Ih is tori can "ITT no , 
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• 500 Db .... ,pan ., AT VI ,., OM, "7. 
J 0...0/ ....... ;0, ,,''''.d ......... __ _ .......... M""""" 0/07 Mo, ,1" (AY" ,«, 

OMI( lGj ' r._."",,-,,-



• M.difM;e." on Fi'll Philwophy 

.... (ighl ",-i,k Ih"", who undusund my ruwning. Mcr<'O'" ••. the iudg.­
men. of many peopl. i • • o .illy and ...... k ,h.,. one. they h.,". _=pted • 
• i ...... 'nt)' cominu. 10 bdi.,.. it. how .. · .. 131", and irrationa l i, may M, 
in prd.t.n~ to • m", and well-groundtd refutation which they h ... 
• u~qu.nrly. s.o I do not " .. i.h to .. ply 10 such .rguments he't, if only to 
"'<lid h.ving 10 lUI. ,hem. I will only m3 k.,h. gon ... 1 point ,h., all the 
obin;lion. common ly 'm""d around by 3,h.i.1> ,<> "nl,k rho ni ... nct of 
God invariably d.~nd .i,h.r on a"ributing human I .. ling.'o God or on 
arrogamly .upp<>§ing Bur Qwn mind. 10 hr SO pow' flul and wi .. ,h., w. 
c;ln at!.rnpllo gn.p and "'" limit< [0 what God Can or .hould perform. 
So, provided only thai w. r.m.mhr. th .. our mind. mUll be regard...:! •• 
~nil" while God ;. jn~n i l' and beyond our comp",h~n.ion . such 
objectio .... will nOl cou •• u. any difficulty. 

Bur now d!arllta~, aher /I fuhion, rahn an inilial sample of peopk', 
opinion!, I am again uck~nlJ m. same quntions COfIQ'milll God and dlt: 
human mind; and rhilri_1 am also going to deal wid! m. foundation. of 
FiM Philosophy in ira entirety. Bur l do noc ClIpec'< any popular approval, 
or ind«d any great ~wd of ,n.xl'S. On the contrary I would noc urge 
anyone: 10 read thi' book ~pt thOK who a", able and will ing to 
meditate oeriou. ly with ""'. and to withdraw their minds from the ........ 
and from all p=;once;ved opinion •. Such r.ado ....... I w.ll. no ... a", few 
and far betwttn. TIt"", woo do not oothe, to grasp tM propt'r order 0/ 
my .rguments and th. conneclion betwttn thtm. but ",..",Iy try to carp 

t o . t individual ..,nl~ncn. as i, the f"h ion, will not ge. mU(h benefit from 
,.ading this book. They may well find an opportuni.y .o quibble in many 
places. but il will no{ be easy for th.m 10 produce obj.rc.ion. wh kh "e 
tolling 01 worth replying to. 

lIu, r certainly do nOl: promi.., 10 .. ti. fy my o the, rud.rs straightaw.y 
on .11 points, and I am not so pr .. umptuou, as to bdi •••• h .. I am 
capabl. 01 Iortstting alltM difficulti .. which anyone may find. So first o f 
.11. in .he M~ditll'iot'" I will ..,t oul Ih. very thoughts wh ich have 
. nablni m •• in my view, 10 arrive.t. certain and evident knowledge of 
rh. truth, SO Ihat I Qn find Out whether the sa",.. argumen" which have 
convinced m. will enable me to convince othen. Nut. r will "'ply to t'" 
objection> of various men 0/ oumanding imcllm and scholanhip who 
had rhese Meditations sem to thtm 10' K'utiny belore ,hey went to p ...... 
For the obj...:tion> tMy r.i..,d were so many .nd SO v .. i.d ,hat I would 
•• ntur. '0 hopt ,h .. i, will be hud k-r anyon •• I .. to th ink of any point­
at Ie." of .ny import.",e - which t ..... critico h3\·. not touch.d on. I 
the",l0", .,k my ",ad.rs nOl: to pas, judgement On tM Mtditllti"''' until 
they have been kind enough to read through .11 the .. objmion. and m~ 
,eplin to them. 
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Synopsis of the following six Meditations 

In ~he fi'$! Medimion rea$<,"~ are provided which ii'-r us possible 
sroundl for doubt aboul all things. especially materiallhings, so long as 
we havt no founda,ions for Iht Kieoces othtr ,han ,h~ whieb w, h.n 
"ad up till nOW, Allhaugh the ulot/ulne» of ,uch Uttnoi Vf doub, i. no< 

apparent al fine sight, ils ,t •• ,est benefil lin in I'«ing u, from .11 our 
pr«t>n«;ved opinions, and providing ,he nl;eOl roule by which t~. 
mind may bt ltd away from ,h, wn$C'<. The ev.ntual mul! of ,his daub, 
is 10 make if impossibk for uS 10 h •• e any fUMM' doubt. about what .... 
lu\>sequtmly dim»'., 10 bt IrUt. 

In Ih. S«ond Medil.rion, Ih. mind uSC'< ils own f,«dom and 'UPI'Oot'I 
,h. non-ui"en« of allthtlhings .boul whos<: uisl,n" it can ha ••••• n 
Ihe,light"'l doubl; and in so doing Ih. mind noricn that;, is impossible 
Ihal il ohould not ilKl f exist during Ihi. lime. Thi. ne"i ... i. al.o of Ihe 
SUOleit bene~l, sina il enableSlhe mind 10 dillin,ui,h wilhool diffkulty 
what belongs 10 il"'U, i.e. 10 an intell«lual nalure, f,om whal beloo,s 10 
lhe body. BUI sina "'''''' people may "",hap. expecl a'lumenn fo, lhe 
;mmotl.liIY of Ihe soul in Ihis ><'C,ion, I Ihink Ihey shOllId. be wamed here 

" 

and now that I have tri.d nollo PUI down any thin, which I could nOf ., 
preciKly demonmate. Hence Ih. only ord .. which I could lollow wu 
,hal normally employed by g""""'tus, namely 10 .." oul all ,h. 
prem;....,. on which. dcsir«! prop<»irion dcp<nds, belore drawing any 
condusions aboUI il. Now Ihe lim and. mosl impotlanl pr.~qui,ile lor 
know~,. 01 Ih. immortality 01 Ih. soul is for u, 10 form a conapl of 
the soul which is as dca. as p<»sible and is also quire diSlinct from every 
CORCep< of body; and. Ihat i, ju,l Wh., h .. betn done in Ihis "",rion. A 
IUAhcr requi~m.nl is Ihol WC should know Ihar everything Ihat wc 
clurly and distinctly understand i, true in a way which correspondo 
aaaly to our und,enlanding 01 il; bUI il was nOI p<»sible 10 pro.e Ihis 
befo~ the Fourth Meditarion. In addition we .....,d to haoc a distinct 
concept of corporeal nature, and Ihi. is developed partly in Ihe Se..oond 
Medita,ion i, ... II, and partly in lhe Fifth and Sixlh Meditations. The 
in~~na 10 be drawn from th .... result. is Ihal all Ihe Ihings thu We 
dearly and distinctly concdve 01 as diffe.ent substances (u we do in lhe 
a ... of mind and body) .~ in lacl .ubstances which O~ ... lly distinct 
one from ,h. OIh.r; and thi. conclusion i. drawn in th. Sixth M.dil.,ion. 
This conclusion ;. confirmc:d in lhe umc: Medilacion by Ihe fact chat we 
cannot understand a body aapt as bein, divi,i ble, while by COntraU we 
cannot undustand a mind exapl IS bein, indivilible. For We CanllOl 
conceive 01 hall of • mind, while ... e Un .lwayl conceive of h.lf of a 
body, howfiler Im.lI; and ,hil leadl UI 10 ,ccogniu Ihat Ihe n"urco of 
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mind and body ar~ ..... only diEfOf~n., bu. in ""me way opposite. Bu. I 
h ve not pursuN .hi •• opic an y fur. her in .his book, firs. bec.u~ Ihese 
"'1Iummn ore mough 10 .how .hOl.he: <kay of Ihe body does not imply 
Ihe destruc. ion 0/ Ihe mind, and .. e hencr mough 10 give monal •• he 
hope of an afrer-li/., and secondly because lhe pn.misses which lead to 
.h~ conclusion ,h., .he $Oul is immo".1 depend on an acrounl of .h. 

l~ wholt of physics. This is ffi.juirtd for IWO rea$Ons< Firs., w. ,,"d to know 
thaI ab""lu.dy all.ubi.ancrs, or Ihing. which mu .. M cr.aled by God in 
ord.r .o exi .. , or. by ,heir nature incorrup,ibl. and can ..... eVOf "" .... . 0 
exi" unless .hey are rtduced '0 no.hingntu by God'. «nying his 
concurrence' '0 ,hem. Se<:ondly, we .,..,d 10 r«<>gni,. ,ha, body, ,aken in 
,he gentr.l ~n~, il a .ubi.an«, $0 ,hat it too ntver peri.hn. Bu • • h. 
human body, in $0 far as j, differs from o,her bodin, i, simply made up 
of a ""n ain configuration of limbi and other accidrnul of .his IOn; 
wherea •• he human mi nd i. no. made up of an y acci.den ll in ,hi. wa y, bu. 
is a pu re lu bOlance, For ~~n if all the .ccidenll of lhe: mind , hang., $0 

th •• il hn diffe.ent objKII of lhe: un«manding and diffttem desim and 
sen.otion •• it does not On ,hal attOUnl bKorm a different mind; whereas 
a human body loses ill idenlity rmrely as a mull of a dlange in ,h. shape 
of oome of ill pan •. And i. follows from ,hi, ,ha. while ,he: body can very 
.... ily peri,h, ,h. mind ' i, immortal by in very na,ure. 

In the Thi.d MNilalion I have explained quite fully mough, I .hink, 
my principal "'1Iurmnt for proving the uisretl« of God. Bu. in or<l .. '0 
draw my ruders' minds away from ,he sense< a. far as ",,".ibl~, I was not 
willing '0 use any comparison taken from bodily things. So i, moy M 'hat 
many ob$curitin rem.in; bu, I hop< they will M completdy remOVN 
lo.e., in my R~pl i .. to .he Obje<:lion •. One .ueh problem. among olhers, 
i. how ,he idea of. lupremdy perfea being, wh ich il in UI, possnses 10 
muth objective- rulity thaI i, ,an come only from a cau~ which i. 
Iu premely pet/fa. In the Repli .. ,hi. i. illuma'ed by 'M comparison of a 
very perfect modline, the idea of whim i. in the mind 0/ lOme engi neer. 
lUll as ,h. obie<ti ve in,.i"oy Mlonging to 'M ide. must have some 

1 1M _rift_ d;.;,w action ...,....". to m .. n,. ,~ ""np .. ~_ . 0...:._ h<r< .... "'" od>o! • .,;" """ to ",k< 'n ~ .. " .... 0/ . rIoi .. ... hich ... , 
. (" . .... ' dw p.ulieu(" ";t<. oh'p< <tc. 0/ • body. Of dw I"nicvlo, thou", ... dni ... <lc. 
01 • mio.d_ 

J ', . . Of dw __ '" m.o. foo (m.kc "" dnt,ncrinn 11<,.,," d .... • (oddtd i. F_ 
Y."""') . 

• Fox o...c""",' _ nl dUo """. _ Mod_ "'. below p, d . 

• 
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cause, namely the ",,",nti~c ~nowledge 01 the engin«r, or of ",m<"One else 
who palsed the idea on to him, SO the idu of God which is in us must I ~ 
have God himself as its cau ... 

In the Founh Meditation it is proved thot .verything lhat we de.rly 
.n<! distinctly peK';~e is true, and I also uplain whot the noturt of 
falsity rons;m in, Thac: mulll need to be known both in order to 
con~rm what hn gone Mlort and also 10 make intelligible what i. to 
comelater.IBut hert il should M nOied in p31Sing thai I do not deal at 311 
wilh lin, i .•. the e.,or which il rommiued in pilAuing good and evil, but 
only with tM .rror th.t OCCUtf in distinguishing truth from fal .. hood. 
And tMr. i. no discuuiOll of man.rs penain ing to faith or th. conduC't of 
li~, bUI .imply of .peeulat;v. IIuth, wh ich are known solely by munl of 
the natural light.)! 

In the Fifth Meditation, IKsides In aCCOunt of corporeal natUre tak.n 
in smer.l, th.rt is a n.w "8ument demonstrating tM existence of God. 
Apin, ...... ral difficulties may ari .. hefe, butth ... are resolv.d late, in 
the RfPlin to th. Obi«rions. Finally I upbin ,he .. n .. in whith i. is IIU • 
• ha. th¢ aruinty c~.n of &"om •• ri,"1 demon."arion. depend. on ,h" 
knowINg. of God. 

Lastly, in the Sixth Medi.ation, ,he in.ellea il distingu ished from the 
imagination; the «i •• ria for this distinction ar. explained; th. mind i. 
proved 10 be rtllly dininct from Ih. body, bUI i •• hown, norwilhlland· 
ing. to be SO closely joined 10 itthar the mind and th. body make up a 
~ind of unit; thert il a survty of all the erro .. which rommonly come 
from the senKO, and an explanation 0/ bow IMy may be: avoided; and, 
ludy, the.e i. a p ...... nulion of all 1M argumenll which enable th. 
ai.tena 0/ material things to be inferred. Th. 8rtll bene~t 01 th ... 
UJUmenra i. noc, in my ~iew, th.t thty pro~e whit thty ntablish - t6 
I\.1l1lCly lhat .hert tully i. 1 world, and that hum.n beings h •• e bodies 
and 10 on - since no SIne person hn eVer .. riously doubted Ih ... Ihinp, 
1M point it thai in consi<krin8 .h..., arguments We rome 10 rnliu th.t 
lhey.re ROIlS solid or IS transparcnt u the Irluments which lead us to 
knowledIC of our own minds and of God, 10 thaI Ihe Imer .re the mOlt 
,HUin and evident of .11 pos,siblc obiem of knowledge for the buman 
Ln.ellce!:. Indeed, thi, il the on. rbing rhal I leI mYKlf 10 prove in th ... 
Medilationl. And for thaI re.son I will not now &0 on. the ~arioos O'Iber 
issUQ in tbe hook which arc dealt with u tbey COme up. 

, Daa .... _ .... io po,.... "" ,,", ad.aol Am.ooid(d . AT~II " !;CSM II . ! .~ H<ooId 
Moo .. "I'lol "" ...... be,."", 1><_ ....... , ~ <II<' be NOlI , .... they 100 .. ben oddod' 
( ...... 01.1 Motdo , '- " AT III HI; CSMK ' 11), 

,. 



" MEDITATIONS ON FIRST PHILOSOPHY 

in ruhich are demo nstrated the eX ;S/e"U of Cod lind the 
distinctjOll bnwu" the human saul and the body 

FIRST MEDITATION 

What can be called into doubt 

Some y • • rs "SO I " 'a. Mruc~ b~ Ihc I~ ,gc ""mM' of fa lso:hood, ,h . , 1 had 
.CCCp,M 3, ,rUe in mt' childhood .• 11<1 by the high ly doubtful nalu •• o f 
,h. ,,-1.01 •• d,tic< th . , I had ,ub ... qucnlly 1>.",<1 on ,hem. I ruliZ«lrh . , i, 
w. s nc.:., .. ,y, one. In ,h. cou .... of my lif., 10 dtmoli.h <very,h;OI 
(umpktcly and ".1" . p,n nsh' Irom ,h. foundation. jf I wanted !O 

cst.>bli.h an),thing 31 ,11 in ,h" sciences ,h., waS stable and likd)' '0 1,". 
11m thc ta5k lookod .n enormou, one, .nd I hegan to wait "nrill .hould 
'Oa.h J m.ltu •• cnough age 10 en,Ur. Ih" no subscq""m ,ime of lik 
",,,,, Id br mo •• §llIubl. 10' uckllng such inquiric •. This 10.1 mo to pm tho 
projc.:t off for .o long tht I would now \>(, to bl)mo if by pond. ring o,'or 
it ~n)' furth .. f w~~t...t th~ timo Itiff fd, fOl , al<),ing it oul. So tod.r I 

18 h)v. expressf)' rid my mind of all ,,;otri .. and atrans.d for my.tll" d.ar 
" .. teh 01 fro. tim. , I am n ... quit. afon., ond", I." l .... ill d.voto my .. lf .in­
cor"'y .nd ... "hout rcs.-n'.tlOo '" tn. g.n~ra l d.molition 01 my o pinion •. 

Bu, ' 0 .«omphlh ,h .. , j, ... ,ff noo \>(, n.",""t")' 10, m. to .1>0 .... ,hat .11 
my opinions ar. f.I •• , which is som.thingl <O<1ld ... ,h.ps n.'·~r manag •. 
R.JOon no""' le,d, m. to 'hink ,hat I should hold back my assent from 
opinion' which at< not <ompl.t.i)' "rlaon and indu bi,abl. JUSt as 
. arduffy OS r do from those whkh at. p.tOnll)' 1.lse. So, for ,h. pu,1"»" 
01 t.j...:,ing.ff my opi nion<, i, wift be .00u8h if 1 find in ."h o f th.m at 
IUIt some 'U50n fur doubt _ And to do ,hi. I .... iff not ...... d to run through 
th.m .ff '"""iduafty, ,,"'hieh .... ""Id be an . ndl ... , tuk. On", tho 
foond. ,;on, of • building a .. ona..minc-d, "n)·thing built on th.m 
collapse, of itl own accord; $0 I will go llI.ighl fm tho b •• i. principles 
on ""h"h .11 my fmm.r beliefs , •• t.d. 

Wh"",'.' I have up ,iff nOw ~".pt...t o. mOSt 'ro' I hov< •• qui .. d 
.;th., l",m tho s.-n ... or thruugh tho s.-nsel. But {'om ,imo to ,;m. I h.v< 
lound that th. senses d«<;vo, and it is prua.nt nev. , to trust compl"'<ly 
,hos< ... ho h.". d".i,..d u, '''en oneo, 

Y., althoogh tho .. nses occa,iona lly de",iv. u. with ..... p«t to obj.os 
wh ICh .r< "" ry .maff or in the diSl.ne., th ... ... moor oth .. beli.fs .bout 



., 
wbich daub, ;~ quj,~ impo .. ibl~, eytn .Mugh they a.t dcrivN from the 
sen .... - for uample, ,ha, I am htrt, sining by ,he titt, wuring a wintu 
drnlin,.gown, holdi"3 this pi= 0/ pa~r in my hand •• and >0 on. 
Again, how could it IK denied ,hal .hCK hand. o. ,hi, whole body art 
mind Unit., ~rhaps I we.e to liken my.df 10 madmen, whose brain. arc '9 
110 damaged by the ~rsillenl v.pours of melancholia ,h., they firmly 
maintain lhey a,. kinp w!>to tht}' .,.., p.u~rs, 0. oay 'hey ar. dreued in 
purple ... hm ,hey .r. naked, or .hor Ih~r head. are made of •• nhenw ... , 
o. ,h.althfy are ""mpki"., o. mack of gl .... BUI such people ... in ..... . 
and I would IK thought equally mad if t took Inything from ,hem as I 
mo:>ckl for mYKIf. 

A brillia", piett of unoningl A, if [ we •• nOl I rna" who oI"p' "' 
nighl, and rcsu1arly has .11 ,h. $aIM upcricnces' while ul .. " II 
madmcn do when Iw.k. _ jn<Jem oomctim ..... rn mort improbable 
onu. How ofren, aolttp al niskl, am I convinced of juS! ,u.c:h familiar 
events -lha,l.m hert" in my dressing·gown, sillin, by Ih. fir. _ wk.n in 
faerlam lying undres~d in ~d! YCI .llh. momenl my .y .. au eenainly 
wid. awake when I look allhi. piece of paJ'<"; I ,hake my hud a!WI i, i, 
1I0OI asltep; as I srr.lch OUt and ftel my hand I do so ddi~rar.ly, and I 
know whl{ lam doing. All ,hi. would nOI hapJ'<'n wi,h such di"incl,,", 
10 someone .. Itep. In<ked! A. if I did nol r.mem~r olher o« •• ionl 
when [ have b«n Irieked by enaly .imil .. IhousklS while ul •• pl AI I 
think .boul,hi. mOre care/ully, I S«" plainly ,hallhe •• ". n.vcr any . ur. 
,igrlS by means of which ~inl awak. con be di!lmgui,htd from being 
a.lttp. The muh i. rhal 1 begin ,0 fed daltd, .nd Ihi. very f.tling only 
reinforces ,h. notion Iha, I may ~ a.ltep. 

Suppoac .hen thar l am d.uming, .nd Ih31 ,h_ paniculars -lhOl my 
')'flar. open, Ihal I am moving my head and m"chin, oul my hand.-
arc nol IfIIC. Perbap', indted, I do nol even have .uch hand. or luch a 
body al all. Nonttbtle .. , il mUll lu .. ly be admin.d Ihat ,he vi.ionl 
which rome in ,Itep a .. like paimings, which musl hlYe ~.n fashiontd 
in rbt likentsl of rhinp .har are ... 1, and hm« ,h.1 .llelSlthes< ~neral 
kind. of thing.- cyn, h •• d, hands and rht body as a wholt - art thing. 10 
which ar. 1I0OI imaginary bUI are .. al and exi$!. For .... n when painters 
fry fO c .. ale .irms .nd saryrs wilh ,ht most utr.ordinary bodiH, .hty 
connor give thtm nllUfH which art MW in .11 respects; .bey limply 
jumble up the limh$ of differ.nt animall. Or il J'<'rhap' .hey manage ro 
think up Klmething so new tha, nothin, rem<Kely ,imil .. hal ...... bttn 
seen belo .. - Klmethin, which i. therefore completely ficti,iou. and 
un .... 1 - al lell$l Ihe colours IUCd in Ihe comJlO$ition musl be .. al. By 
limil .. relsonin" _Ithou'" these ~Mr.1 kind, of Ihinp - ey .. , head, 
, .... ....J;" my drum ...... r....., .. _ .. '" my •• 11 ,he ..... "' ..... (Fm-.cII """"'). 



" 
hands and so on _ could Ix imaginary, it mus, at leal.! M admjlt~d that 
artain Dth~r enn simple, and more unive, .. 1 th inS' art .tal. These uc 
as it we,e the Ral colours from which we form aU the imo, .. of th inss. 
whnhu Ir~ Or false, thaI OCCUr in our thought . 

Thi, dus appoan to indude corpore.1 na'UR in geM.al , and it.! 

extension; tile .hapt' of fXlendN things; the qU'n1il~, Or siu and numbt". 
of IMw things; the pl.~" in wh ich they may ",i51, ,h" time through whirn 
rhey may endure,' and so on. 

So •••• wnobk rondu.ion from ,h is might Ix that physics, astronomy, 
m«ikiM, and all othe, diKiplinn which dept'nd on ,he >1udy of 
composite Ibings , all' doubtful; while arith metic, gromelry and OIhe, 
subiecn of thi s kind, wh ich deal only with , ... 'imples, and most general 
things, .tgatdleu of whethe, they tully .xisl in natUK or noc, contain 
somnhing certain and indubilablc, for wh~lh~r I am awah Or il51~f]>, 

twO and Ihree ad<kd log<:lhn ar~ 6v~. and a "'Iuar~ h" no mo~ Ihan 
/oor side.. It oecmS imp ..... ibl~ thaI luch fransporent truths Ihauld incu r 
any luspi";o n of being faiK. 

" And yn firmly rOOfed in my mind is tile Iong·standing opinion Ih'lt~ 
i. an omni~nt God who rnadt Ill( lhe kind of (!"carur( thai [am. How 
do 1 know thaI M h .. nO( brought il about that 'M"';' no earth, no aky, 
no exrcndM thing, no sM.PC. no sin, no place, whik Of thc sa ..... ti ..... 
ensuring thaI aU these Ihingo appear to ..... 10 e,not jun •• they do now? 
Whal is more, juot .. 1 consider that OIMri sometimes go .. t.ay in caSQ 
wht-r. they think they have the most pcrf«t knowledgc, how do 1 know 
Ihar God h .. noc brought il about Ihu 1 100 go wrong "ery Ii ..... 1 add fWO 

and three Of rounf1M sides of a squa«:, or in some "en simpkr man¢!", if 
thaI i. imaginable? SuI pcrhaps God would nOf hove .lIowf'd ..... 10 bc 
dectivf'd in this way, since M i. said to be .upremeJy good. But if it we«: 
inoonoillenl with hi, goodness 10 have created me ouch lhal 1 am dect;"f'd 
all tht Ii ..... , it would _m equally foreign to his goodness 10 allow me 10 
be deuived Cven occasionally; yn this Jaot asstrtioo cannor bc rnadt. ' 
~rhaps theTC may be $Omt who would p«:t.r to deny Ihc cxiltcn« of 

$0 powerful a God rather than believ. that ('\'erything else il uncenain. 
ttt us om argue with .hem, bUI gr.nt Ihtm .hat ... crylhing said about 
God is • tierion. According 10 llIeir supposition, tht-n, I h .. e arrived 
at my present IIat. by /ote or chan« or a continuous chain of ('\'cnl$, 
or by $Ome othe. meon.; yet lin« de«ption and erlOr seem to be 
impcrf«tionl, Ihe Ie .. powerful they make my original caUK, the more 
~Jr.ely il i~ that [am $0 impcrfccl" 10 be d=ivf'd aU the time. 1 have no 
anlwe. 10 theK arguments, bUI am finally compelled to admil thaI Ih.«: 
i, om one 0/ my fo,mu btlick .hou. which . doubt may nor properly be 

, '. . . "'" pi ........ , • ....,. .r<. , ... nmr w~"d, rot ....... d .. " d.,,,,,,,,' If .. "'" ~I . 
• · .. · 1<1 I "0"'" cbI ... lIoor he do< •• 11ow .. ,,' (Fnn<h "'''''''''1. 

• 
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raised; and rhi, i, nO' a Aipp.nt or ill·con,idtrcd condu$ion, bur i, baKd 
on powerful and well thought-out renons, So in futu~ I mu" withhold u 
my "Knt from theK lor....,r bdid. just II carefully as I would from 
obvioul faIKhood., if I want to discover any certainty.' 

But it is not enough merely.o have noticed .hi.; I must make an effort 
10 remember it. My h~biruaJ opinions k«p coming back, and, despite my 
wilhn, rhq <;aprure my bebef, which ;", as it ~re bound oycr.o .hem lJ 

a mult 01 long occupation.nd the law 01 cultom. lshlll never get out of 
the habit of confickntly assenting.o ,heK opinions, SO Ion. u I IUPpoK 
them fO be what in fact tluoy are, namely highly probable opinions -
opinions which, despite the fact .hallhey are in. KnK doub.ful,,, hu 
jwt been $hown, ir i • • till much more rea50nable to belieYe than to dmy. 
In ¥icw of thil, I Ihink il will be a good plan 10 rum my will in com­
plclcly tluo opposite direction and deceive myoclf, by prelcnding lor a 
time that theK former opinions arc umriy folK and imaginary. I $h.1I do 
thU: until the weight of pr~iYe<! opinion i. counter·balance<!.nd the 
dilloninl inAumee of habit no longer pruenlJ my judlelft<'nt from 
per«iving Ihings correctly. In Ihe mumilft<', I know that no lbnser Ot 
etrOr will mull lrom my plan, and Ihat I cannot possibly SO 100 far in my 
dislrustful altirude. Thi. i. be<:aUK Ihe tllk now in hand docs not involve 
ac:tion bUI Ift<'re1y lhe acquisilion 01 knowle<!gc. 

I wililuppoK Iherefore Ihat nOl God, who i. supremely good and the 
IOIIrl% 01 truth, bUI ralh .. 50me malicious demon of the UIIIIO$I po~r 
.nd cunni", has employe<! all hil mrrlin in ol"<kr to ~ye Ift<'. I $h.11 
think that the ,loy, the .ir, the urrh, C01OUI', m.pH, soundl and all 
HIernal things arc merely the delulioru 01 dreams whid! he has devised 
.0 enSnate my judgcmenl. I .hall consider mY$elf u n« havinl h.nds or 1) 
ern. Of flesh, or blood or $enOCl, but" falsely believin. that I hay. ,II 
these things, I $han stubbornly and firmly pcrsist in this me<!italion; and, 
even if it i. n« in my power to know any trulh, I ,h.1I at least do Whll i.o 
in my power,' that ;., resolutely luard apinst "",nling 10 any f. l ..... 
hoods, 10 that Ihe deceiver, however powerful and cunninl he mar be, 
will be unable 10 impose on me in Ihe ,Iigluest degree. Bul thil il an 
arduOUI undcrrakinl, and I kind of lui,,", brinp me back 10 normal 
Hfe. I am like I pri""",,r who i. eniorin. an imaginary freedom while 
aslctp ; as he begin. to swpcct that Iuo is "Ieep, he dreads bein. woken 
up, and goes along wilh the plea ... nt illulion II Ion. I, he can. In thc 
111ft<' way, I happily Ilide back into myoid opinions .nd dread being 
shlken oul of Ihem, for fear IhOl my peaceful.leep may be followe<! by 
bud labou r when I w.ke, and Ihal I shall hayc to .oil not in lhe light, but 
.mid the inextricable lbrkn", of Ihe problems I ha"e now uiKd. 

, ' ... in d.:~' tocWed in Frmm ....... ) . 
• " , . ...."hdooo ~ ~ .. "'l" _ '" ... .,..... my ,. 'J'1"'~' (f....a. ........ ). 



SECOND MEDITATION 

The nature of the human mind, and how it is better known 
than the body 

So .. riou, a~ .h~ doubu imo wh id. I h.~~ ~n thrown os .... ult of 
f .. lerday', m~di.alion .hal I can M;,he. pu, ,hem ou, of my mind nor 

~4 ... any way 01 •• 50I.;og them. h I.ds as il J h. ,·. 1.II.n u""xp« •• dly iOfO 
• d«p wh irlpool which .umbl .. "... •• ound 50 th .. 1 can nci.M ... and On 
.he bou<>m no. ,wim up.o .he !Op. N •• enhel .. , I will make an eflon and 
Onc. mor • • nemp •• he ,~"'" pa.h which I s .. ned On y"lorday. Anything 
whim .dm;ts 01 th. slight.st doubt I will .. t a,ide iuS! u il J had lound it 
'0 be wholly fal .. ; and I will p.oceed in Ihis way until I <erogni •• 
rom.,hing cen , in, or, if no'hing .1,.., until I ., I.a" .. cognize lor «nain 
th .. there is nO ,<n,only. A.chimed .. u ... d 10 demand ju1t on. 6rm,nd 
immovable point in order '0 ,hilt the enti •• unh; 5<) I tOO Un hope lor 
gre;tl things if I m~n.ge to find JUSt Ont thing. howe.er slight, ,hat is 
«rl.in . nd unsh.kuble . 

I will ,uppose: then, that e" erylhing I .. e i. spurious. I will belie.ethat 
my memory tells me Ii .. , and that non. of tM things that it .cpom e.cr 
h;tppeMd. [ ha •• no ... n:;<-$. Body, ,hape, eXfCn"on, mo.ement and place 
ue chimer ••. So ",·har remains truel Perhap' jusr rM one fact that 
nDlhing i. «rtain. 

Yel apart fmm e.erylhingl ha.e jun listed, how do I know th •• ther. 
is not something d ... "'hich does not .lIow e.en Ihe ,lightest occ .. ion for 
doubt 1 Is ,her< nOt a God, Or ... haltv .. I may call him, who puts into me' 
.h. though" I .m now h3.ing? But why do [ think this, since I mysdl 
may perhaps be the .utho. 01 th .... ,hO<lghlS? In th .. en. ;tm nOl I, ., 
Ie.", """...,hing? Butl h •• < iust •• id .h;tl] ha •• no sen~ and no body. 

~j Thi. i,'he "i.king point: wh.,lollo"" from .h i,? Am I nOt ro bound up 
with a body and wilh sense,th •• I cannot exist " 'i thout them? Butl ha.e 
con.ine"'! myself that the .. i. 3brolul~ly nolhing;n Ih . ... ·orld, no ,ky, no 
.. nh. no mind •. no bodi ... Does il no'" follow Ih .. ] 100 do nOf exist? 

, ' . .. 1"''' ;n'''"'1 ""oJ' (f ....do '"wonl. 

" 
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No, if I CDnV;nad myself of ,.,m~thing' then I (erlainly uisted. 8Ullhttt 
is a deceiver of supreme power .nd (unning who ;s deliberately and 
constandy deceiving mt. In tho, co .. J 100 undoubtedly eX;II. if h. i. 
~vin, _; and I •• him ekee;ve mt as much u h. c~n, h. will ,,"or 
brins i, about th., I 1m nothinS 00 long as I think ,hI, I am lOmC,hing. So 
after con,idcr;ngc'.rything vtry Ihoroughly, I mull ~n.lly conclude th.1 
Ihis proposition, I Q"'. I uisr, i. 9= ... rily lrue whenever il i. put 
forward by me Or conceived in my mind. 

But I do nol y01 havt. sufficient undcrltand ing of what this ' I' il, ,h., 
now necasarily nim. 50 I mus, be on my luord .",inll cuel • .,ly tlking 
som..u.in,clK'o be ,hi, '1', and so m.king. mi ... k. in 1h.t very i.em of 
knowledge lhal I m.int.in is tht most ccruin .nd •• idmt of .11. I will 
dIUe/OIC go b"k and medi l.,t on wh.t I ofilio.lly btlieved mYKlI to M, 
Mfou I embarked on ,his puse",lrain of ,hoI11111. I wililhen lub"act 
Inylhinl c.a"",ble of Ming weakened, even minimally, by rhe argu""", .. 
now introduced, SO rha. wha. i.lofl a. ,he end may M enclly and only 
what is eenain and un.haknble. 

Wha1then did I formerly rhink I WII? A man. Bur what i. a man? Shan 
I say ·a ralion.1 animal '? No: for Ihen I .Io.ould ha.e to inquire what an 
anim.1 i .. what rarionality i., Ind in thi. "'"Y one quesrion would leld me 
down Ih. ,IOIK ro other huckr ones, .nd I do not now havelhe lime to 
wan. on subtleties of th i. kind. Instead I propose to roneentrat. on what 
elme into my Ihoushts .pontaneously Ind quite naturally wMnc.er I ~, 

used to consid.r what I w ... Well, the ~r" liloushito come 10 mind was 
thar I had I foee, hindI, arm. and th. whol. mechanical I1,ucture of 
limbo which cln M st'On in • corpte, Ind which I c.aned Ih. body. Tnt 
ncxllhoushl wao that I was nourished. that I moved aboUI, .nd Ih.t I 
enpgcd in sense·",,1I:Cplion and thinking: and these Iction. IlIIributed 
,0 lh. '<lUI. But as to the nltur. 0/ this soul, eith .. I did not Ihink about 
mi, Or elK I im'sincd it to M IoOmething tenUOUI, lik •• wind or lire or 
e1het, whith permeated my more IoOlid pans. AI to the body, however, I 
h.d no doub" about ir, bUllhought I kn.w ilS nature distinctly. If I had 
,ried 10 cku:ribc Ihe mental roneeption I h.d 0/ it, I would hIve 
uptaKd it as tollow" by I body I und.rstand whatever h .. I 
.Ktermin,bl. Ih."" and I ckfinlbl. locllion Ind can occupy a .pacc in 
luch a way as 10 exclude Iny othe, body: it ClIn M ""terived by touch, 
$ishl, Maring, t.ste Or smell, and un M moved in vlriOUS ways, not by 
itself bUI by wha,ever elK romes into rontact with it. for, acrording to 
my judgemenl, Ihe powo, of self·mo.ement, lik. th. power o/sensation 
0< of thoushl, WII quite foreign 10 th. narure of I body; indttd, il Waf a 

, •.• • Of tho"lIh • • o1mi .... ".1I" lFr .. ,h .... ..",). 
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Meditatio". on Fit,t Phi/o.ophy 

SOu"~ of WOn<K' to 1M thaI , crlain bodi .. wcr. fo\I.n.d to oonlain 
facultin of this kind. 

Bu! what shall I nOW"'r that I am, when I am ,upposing that ,h, •• i. 
some supremely po ... ·.rful and, if it ;1 pormi,,;bl. 10 ... y 50, malicious 
dr«iver, who is <klikro,e!y trying 10 trick me in every way h. can, Can I 
IIOW asset! that I possess ...... n ,h. moS! insignificant 0/ all the anribulC$ 

'1 which I have jus. said bt-Iong 10 the nature of a body? I Krulin;.., them, 
.hink 'OOU11hem, '0 over ,hem ag. in, bUI nothing '0118"" ;.",11; il is 
tiresome and pointl .. s 10 go through th,li" ~nu rno.." BUI whal .bout 
the amibults I assigned to the ooul? Nuuirion or mov."",m? Sin •• now I 
do no! have a body. Ih~.", mer. fabrications. s"not-I"'r«ption? This 
'\/rely don IIOt occur wirhoo.u a body, and bnides, when nleq.1 h.~ 
appnred to perm •• thrDush th. sen",. many .hini' wllich I afterwards 
rulized [ did not perceive throush tM Kn ... at 0[1. Thinking? At [an I 
h,vt discovered it - thought: thi. alone: is inKp.rab[e from me. I am, [ 
(Xill-tllac is certoin. But for how long? For .,longa.1 am .hinking. For 
il rould be that were I totally '0 ce.K from thinking. I should t<Mally 
CUK to exi". A. p,eKn' I om not odmining anything except what is 
II«marily true. I am, IMn, in the strict Kn .. only a thinglhat thinks;t 
thac is, I am a mind, or intelligence. or intellea, o •• uson _ wo.d. whOM' 
me.ning I haye been ignoranl of un.il now. Bu. for all .h .. I am _ .hing 
which i, .ul and whie+. truly .xim. But whar kind of a thing? A. I hue 
jUst uid - • thinking thing. 

What tlK am I? I will UK my imagination.l [ am "'" tnal structur. of 
limbs which is coliN a human body. I am no, nen oome thin v.pour 
which permeate. ,he limb. - a wind, fire, air. brealh, or whalever I depict 
in my imagination; for thelt are things which I have ... ppoKd 10 be 
nothing. LCllhi .... pposil;On 'Iand:' lor alltnal I om "illllOmc,hing. And 
yCl may i, nol perha"" be lhe ca .. Ihal IheK very Ihinl!' which 1 am 
supposing 10 be nothing, becaUK they arc unknown ,0 me, arc in rtalil)' 
identical with Ih. ' I' of which I am .ware? I do nO, know, and for ,h. 
mo"",nl 1 ,h.ll not arg"" lhe point, since I can m.ke judgtmCnts only 
aboullhinp which arc kM ... ·n to ""'.1 kMW th.1 I exist; tM qUHrion is, 
wh'l i •• his '1' ,h.t [ know? If ,h. '1' is underslood "riClly as _ hut 
ban ,.king i •• ,hen it is quile cefl.in ,hal knowltdge of i1 does not 

, n.. word ·""1,· ....... ' ... ,"rol", .. I«n ,. toi .. with '0 'hi" tho, """ko·,.nd tloio 
icI .. , ...... <ion is fcg,.-i m lilt F!<'!Idr ",,,, •. WIo.o do ......... th;o pa"", with 
G • ....!;, 1K>w< ..... On<.o, .... _" d •• , o. ..... , lilt 'only' '" "",ern 'm to. """ 
...... '; nAT IU uH CSM ",~. 

1 ' ... .., _ ;/" ...... _",;.,...,..' lodded '" Frrnd. ......... 1· 
) La •. _ '" 1"In it KInd'), kI' edition. n....",..j ... ,0><1 "-a, th< lIIdka,i .. _ : 

"1M )'I', , ,.riocl";l1 .. a...t., ";1. ,h .. l . m h,",wriwk ... __ hi ... • Th< fm><h ....... 
,,,,I,, 'wi<hou, ct..osi" , ..... ~ ...... I lind tho, I am ... U "", .. " th .. I , .. 
_hi",'. 
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depend on thing. of whO51' rxilltrlu I am .. )'<1unawo •• ; so il cannot d 
~nd 011 any of 1M Ihings which I invrm in my imagination . .... nd Ihi. 
~". word 'jOY""" ohoW'S 1m' my m;lfOk • . It would in<leN be a el .. 0/ 
fictitious inyention if I \Iud my imasinarion fO ... ,.bli.h ,h., I WI. 

lOm<1hing or <>liter; for imagining i. simply con,cmpl •• inll I .... shop" or 
image of. corpon:althing. Yn now I know for ceruin borh Ih., t rIlIt 
and a, the ... "'" lim. ,hat .11 IUch ;mI8'" and, in ~.I, "'.'Y,hin8 
",larin, f() the noN", of body, could bt me •• drums <and chirmfu). 
Ona this point hal bun IIr .. ~, 10 ""1" will .. K my imagination.o get 
10 know more diJtilKtly .... ha, t am' would s«m 10 bc., filly as uying'J 
am now awake, and s« some ttuth, bUI sinu my vision is IlOl yet deli. 
maugh, I will deliberately hll •• k-cp SO ,hal my drum. may provide a 
In>« and dU«:f n:p'H(n, •• ;on: I ,hul rulize ,h., non. of 1M thinp 
thai ,h. imagination cn.bl ... me 10 ",asp i$ or an •• I ... anl 10 this 
knowlcdac: of mYRl f whi.h I JIO$IIHI, and th.t the mind mill! therefore 
be mou cardlilly di«nod from IUch things' if i. il TO ~r~ye ill own 
nltuTe as dinincdy at pO$libk, 

But what tMn am 11 ,., thing th ... hinks. Wha. i, .hatl A thina that 
doubti, undcrst.nds, a/lirms, denie$. is willing, i, unwilling, and .1$0 
imagina and hll 5C1lSO<')' ~rttplio",. 

This il a ronlidtrabk lilt, if evcrything on it belongs to me. But docs it! 
II it not OM Ind the same 'I' who is now doubting .Imost everything. 
wbo nonetheless underst.nds .ome thin&" who affirms that thil o~ 
th ing is true, denin everything ciS(, dni~1 '0 know morc, il unwilling .0 
be dfajyod, im ' gina m.ny things C"Ven involuntarily, and il aw.", of 
m.ny things whkh apparen11y .;orne from .h. «n ... ? Are noc all.hesc 
.hinp iuS! as.1'Uof as.he fao th .. I exill, even if I am ukqo all the .ime, 1, 
and even if be who crcatod me i, doing all Me.n rodc~.e """ Which of 
all the« aoivities il distinct from my .hinking? Which of them can be 
hid to be separate from mYRl fl The fact that it is I who.m doubting and 
understanding and willing il so e.iclent .h. t I I« no way of ma king i. 
any durer. Bu. it ;s.lso the CIS( that.he 'I' who imagines i, the same 'I'. 
For ~n if, at I have IUppoK<i, no~ of .he obj«u of imagination arc 
..... 1, .he pow<!r of imagination is .o .... thing which rtally ",.iots and i, 
pan of my thinking. Lastly, i. il .Iso .he u .... 'I' who has sensory 
pcuept:ionl, or i, Iw.re of bodily .h ings .. i. were thto<lgh the «non. 
For exlmpk, I am now seeing ligh., huring • noiK, feelina h •• t. Bu. I 
.m lI~p. $0 all .hi, is bl«. Yet I ","ainly sum to 1«, rohear,.nd to be 
warmed. This c.nnoc be falK; what il tailed 'h,y;nll KnlOf)' perup­
tion' is urictly ju .. this, and in .hil ,"tricted «nK of 1M lerm it is.imply 
thinking. 

, ' ... f""" thio mO ..... 0/ _i<I& dUnp' (f ....d. .w· 01. 



M~dir~rio~o mI Fiw P"i/ompity 

From allihil I am b"ginning 10 have a ralher b"lIrr undemandi ng of 
whll I am. BUI il orill ap~ .. s - and I c.annolllop Ihink.ing Ihi'_lhlllh. 
co.-p<>nallhinp of which imag .. I.e fo.med in my Ih""ghl. and which 
1M Kn ... in v •• tiplt, .. t k.nown wilh much more diSlinctnns Ihan Ihu 
punling T which c.anllOf be piClUm:l in 1M imaginalion. And yet il i, 
lur.ly 'urprising thul .hould hlv" mort disrinCl gro5p of Ihings which 
I u.liu are doubtful, unknown and foreign 10 rm, than I have of thaI 
which is true and known - my Own Kif. BUI I """ what il is: my mind 
enjoys wln<kring off and will nOl yet lubmitlO b"ing ullf.inoc! within 

)0 tM bounds of t.uth. Very well Ihen~ ju .. Ihis cmce let u. give it • 
compl'~ly /r~ .(in, SO th., after a wh ile, wMn it i. time to tighten th. 
reins, it m.y more rcodily ,ubmilto bc-ing curbed. 

Ut u. con.ider th. Ihings which people commonly think they unde,... 
stand mQ$t di$linClly of all; that i., tM bodin which we touch .nd """. I 
do not mun bodies in gene",1 - for general ~t«ptions I.e aIX to b" 
somewhat mot. confuK<! _ but 0", particulo< hody. u, u, ,aloe, for 
exampl., Ihi. pie« 01 wax. I! hal ius' bun tlken from 'M honeycomb; it 
h .. noI yet quit. Iosl Ih. ,a ... of ,h. honey: it retain, sorneof th. Kenl 01 
1M flowers Irom which it was g;tthem:l; ill colou., shape and sin a,. 
plain to """: it i, hard, cold and un t>e handk<! w;,h"", diff;'uity: if you 
rap il wi,h your k.nuckl. ;, mak .. a sound. In .horr. it h ... v.rylhing 
which Ippcars n«nUI)" '0 ,n.bl. a body to be known I. di11inctly 1$ 

"",sibl •. BUI evetl 1$ I Ip<:ak, I pu, ,he wu by ,he fiu, Ind look: th • 
... idu.lt .... il .liminated, the .rnell gOH away, 'M col"". chan~, ,h. 
,h.~ i,Im" 1M ,i •• inere . ... : it bernlTl<"S liquid and hOI; you can ha.dly 
tOOKh it, and if you "rike iI, it no long .. mak .. a sound. Bu, don the 
$.Orne wu rem.inl h muSI t>e admillw ,hat it don; nO one denies i., no 
01\( thinks OIherwi ... So whll was i, in th. wh tbat I understood with 
,u,h di$lincrnnsl Evidently none of the fealures which [ arrived at by 
mean, of 1M ..,nICS; for whlt ... e. came under ..... , smen, sight, tOllch or 
M.ring h .. now ahem:l- ye! !M wax .emains. 

Perhaps {h. answer lies in the !hOllgh! which now rome. 10 my mind; 
namely, ,h. wax w .. not after all the .wOetn .... of th. honey, o. tM 
fug.alltt of the /low . .. , o. the whit ....... , or th •• hap<:, Of the sound, but 
w ... a,h .. a body which p .... nIN i,self 10 me in thne various form •• 
lillie whil. ago. but which now exhibits different 0 ..... But what enctl, 

l' is il Ihll I am now imlgininl? Let UI concett •• atr, ,"ke .way everything 
which don no{ b"long 10 'M WIX,.nd """ what ill.fI : rmrdy something 
tl<lt"nded, flexibl. Ind changeable. But whll i, mnnt Mre by ·flexibl.' 
and 'changeable'? b il what I picture in my imagination: thaI .hilpi«eof 
Wall i. capahle of changing from a .ound ,h.pe 10 a s.quare .hap<:, Of 

from a square shape 10 a lriangula. ,hlpc? NOI al all; fo.1 un graIl' that 

,. 



Second Meditation 

Ihe Wax is capable of coumlns changes of ,his kin.cl, yel I am unab~ 10 
run Ihrough ,his immeasu.ab~ numk. of mangts in my ima&ina,ion, 
from wh;..,h il follow. ,h., it i. no! the I.<uhy of imagination that !Jivn 
me my Il'UP of the wax as Auiblc and changeable. And what;1 meant by 
'utended"" the Ultnlion of the wax also unknown? Fo. it incann if 
tht wax melu, increaocs ag:oin if it boil., and i. grelte. still if 11K he>! i. 
incteued. [ would IlOl be making a corr«t Judgement about the nature of 
wu unless I believed i, capable of being uten.ded in many more different 
wa ys than I will tver enrom pa .. in my imagination. I mull therefou 
admit that Ihe nalure of Ihi. piece of wu i. in no w.y revuled by my 
imagination, but is p<'rceived by the mind aloM. (I am 'p<'akin8 of thi, 
panicol , . piece of wax: the point is even clearer with .eg:ord to wax in 
gelleral .) But what il this wax wh im is perceived by the mill<l alon.l' It il 
of COUnt lhe "me wax which 11«. which I louch, which I picture in my 
imagination, in .hon the Same ",'ax which I ,hough, it 10 be from the 
Man. And yet, and here i. the point, Ihe p<'rceprion J ha~ of iI' i. acne 
IlOl of vision Or lOuch Or imagination - nor has il ev", been, despit. 
pltviOUI appear'n," - but of purely "",nlal ""lOtinn and thi, can be 
imperfect and confu .. d, u il WII before, or de .. and distinct as it i. now, 
depending on how aufully I concent",te on whallM .... ax con.im in. 

But II [uam thi. conclu.ion lam amazed al how <~ak Ind) pront 
10 error my mind i •. For although I am thinking .bout thest mantrs 
within mY5('II, silently and without .peaking, nollelIKle .. the: actual 11 
word. bring me up short, .nd [ . m almo51 tricltrd by ordinary ways of 
"lking. W. $.IIy ,ha, w. Ott ,he wu it .. II, if it i. there before us, not thO! 
wf judge it '0 be there from ilS colou r or shape;.nd this might ~ad me 10 
conclude without mou ado thO! know~dg. of the wax comn from whal 
the eye ..... and IlOl flOm tM ""rutiny of the mind alone. BUllhen if 1 
IooIt out of th. window and 1« men crossing tM squau, a. [ ju51 happm 
10 hue dolle, J normally $.IIy Ih., 1 1« 'M men them .. lvn, jU11 a. I $Oy 
,hall 1« th. wax. YtI do I s« ,ny mor~ than hJlI and roalS which could 
concul aUIOmatOn.' I i"dgt Ihat thfY au men. And SO something which 
] thoughl [ .... as 1«ing "";Ih my eyes is in fact g""pm soItly by the fa",lly 
of judgfmenr which i. in my miod. 

However, Olle who wanU to achieve knowledge above the ordinary 
~I should /ttl ashamed al haying tahn ordinary ways 0/ talking u a 
basil for doubl. Sa Itt Us pro«(d, and consider 0<'1 whim occasion my 
percept;"" of the natuu of ,h. wax was OIOU pcrfm and evidenl. Was it 
when I fi .. t looked at it, and believed I kMw i, by my Ultlnal Kn .. s, or 

I" ... which <on ... ce>n«iv<d ....., Or "'" .nd< .... """" "" ,h,,,,,;od' IF.....a. .eo · ) . 
• ' • • , Of ,., ... ,I.. oct ....... doy,,;, po,<ti • .,j· (oddod in frtt>d>. ........ ). 
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" Medil"I;''''' <:m First Pnjlruophy 

21 leul by what they call ,he 'common' Itn..,' _ ,ha, is. ,h. powu of 
imagin./iOll? 0. is my knowledge mQl"C ptrft<1 "",,', .fur I 11>0<"' cardul 
invts,ip'ion of ,he nature of 'M wax and of 1M ..... n. by which it i. 
known! Any doubt on Ihi. iSlu, would drarly "" fooli.h; for what 
di5linctnn. wa. there in my u ri;', pcrcqtlion! Wu thn. Inylhinl in ;t 
which on anim.1 could no! pos ..... ? BUI wh.n I dillinguish the wax from 
in outward lorm.- tlke th. dod'l" off. a. it WOK, and consider it n.kf<l 
- IMn although my i""~ .... nl may still rontain •• ro'J, at Ie .. l my 
p"rctplion now ,.quirts a human mind. 

BUI what am J 10 oar about this mind, or .bou, my..,lfl (So br, 
,ememb.,., I 1m nol .dmining that ,he •• is anything ,I.., in .... u«pt • 
mi!ld. ) What, I uk, i. thi, 'J' which oeern. 10 ptr~iv. th. Wax so 
distinctly? SUKly my ...... ttl ... of my own $tlf is no ...... tlt much ,rur. 
and mort ""nain ,han my awar.,,"t of 1M WU, but .110 much mo .. 
distinct and .vidtnt. For if I judv th.t the wax ui ... from the fact that I 
Ott it, d •• dy thio .. me foct tntail. much mo •• e.idtndy that 1 myotH allO 
uiJl. It is po ... ibk that whar J 1ft i'lM)!: ... lIy the wu; it is po .. ibk that I 
do not eYnl have ryn with which to 1ft anything. But when 1 Ott, 0. 
think J Ott (lam not he .. diRingui.hing the two), it i. simply not pas.ib!.. 
that 1 who am now thinking am not something. By the: .a .... token, il I 
judge tha, tM wax ui<<< from the: Ian that 1 touch it, the sam. , .. ull 
follo_ n.mdy that I niSI. If I judv that i, .xim /.om the fact thl! I 
imagi,.., it, o. /0' any oth ..... son. eunly the: Same thing lollow •. And 
tM result that I have g.aspN in the case 01 the wu may b-e applied to 
e.eryrhing .Ise located ou .. ide m •. Mor..,v,r, if my per«prion of tM 
wu Ottmed mo •• distinct' aft .. it wa~ '''abti,Md nol ju .. by sight 0' 
touch but by many mh .. con.idera,ion., it mu.t b-e .dmined that I now 
know m ysel 1 eVtn mo", d ist i nn Iy . Th i. i,l>«a use e.ery consideration what­
soever which contributes to my per«prion of the wax, o. of any otM' 
body, cannot bUI n'abli,h ~.n mot. dfroivdy the natu •• 01 my own 
mind. But besides thio, th ... is 10 much el .. in the mind i, .. lf which .... n 
serve to malce my knowledv of il mo", dininn, that il .a.""ly seem. 
worth going through ,h. contributions m.de by ronsidning bodily 
things. 

I Ott that without any .ffort I hav. now finally got back 10 wMR I 
wanted. I ..ow koow that ... tn bodi .. are nOf strictly ptr«ived by 'M 
Knses o. the f.culty of imagination but by ,h. ;n,.lIro alo,.." and that 
,hi, pe.cep.ion derives not f.om ,hci . Mng touched o ...... bUI from 
.Mi. being un.Mf$'ood; and in view of ,hi. I know plainly Ih .. I Un 

, Sot..,.. p. It be .... . 
1 The fm><fl YO,..;." ... ,·m<>f"< ... ".nd ........... · ..... " ......... 01 rluo ............ _ 
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achieve ~n tlsier and mo~ r;idtm pnaplion of my own mind rhan of 
anything clst. RUI lin", 1M habil o f holdin8 on 10 old opinion. c.;Innot bt 
set ali"" so quickly, I l houid like 10 Slop he~ and medill.e for some rim. 
on Ihis new knowledge I have 8'ined, SO as 10 ~" il mOre deeply in my 
memory. 

'I' ate 



THIRD MEDITATION 

The existence of God 

I ,,-ill now .lIm my 'Y"', ' fOp my .. ~, .nd wi,lIdraw all my S(n~. I "' ill 
~Iimin.'~ from my IhQuglllS all imag'" of bodily .lIings. o. r'lh.f, sine. 
Ihi. i. lIardly po<.ibl~. I will f<1!;ard aU .ucll ,m'g'" as vacuous, f.I .... nd 
wonlll~ss_ I ,,-ill con'~'''' ,,' illl my",1f .nd ",ulini., my",lf more d«ply; 
and inilli. w.y I wil l . n,mpl to .cll i~v., linl. by lilll~ .• mo.e intim ... 
koo ... ·INg. of my",lf, I am • Ihingtll.I IlIink.: , II .. il. a th;ng tll.1 doubt., 
.[fi,m'. ""nies, undrrSiamlo . f.w '"ingo. i. igno.a'" of many '" ingo.' is 
willing, is un willing, and .Iso wllich im.gin", .nd ha, ... MO.y 
pcrc~;"n.; for OS I hav. nO'N bdo ..... '~n .hougll , ... objttf$ of my 
",nso.y expc.irnct .nd im' gina,ion may h .... no u i ... nc. ouuide m~. 
nonc,h.I ... I'" mod .. of thin king ... ·hich I rdr •• 0 a. ca .... of ... ntory 

H ptrctplion and im' g;nOlion, ;n >0 f .. a. ,hey arr simply mooks of 
,hinking, do exisl ... ·itbi" m. - of ,hat I am un.in_ 

In ,h is b"d Ii" I have gone 'hrough cv. rything I 'ruly know. 0. a,leul 
" •• y,hin, I h ••• SO f.r disc",-.. cd ,h.tl know. Now I will caSt . round 
mo •• carrfully '0"" wh<tll .. ,h ... m.y M Ol h .. ,hing' wi,hin me ... ·hich 
I h.,'. nOC y<t nOlicrd. I .m « ... in ,hal I am .. ,hinking Ihin,. Do I noc 
,h~rcfor. also know wh .. i, rrquiffil for my bring «nain .bout 
anything? In thi. lim ilem of kno",'INgr ,her. il simply. dr .. and 
dis'inct p".up,ion of ,..h.t I am ....... ing; this would not M enough 10 
m.k. me cr,uin of ,h. trmh of Ihe ma" .. if i, could ev .. mrn outlh .. 
50mething wh;"h I pcrcrivN wi,t. .uch d.rify and di"inct~ w.s f.I .... 
So I now ...,m to Mable '0 lay if down as a gen •• al rul. ,hat wh.l<v .. I 
pc,criv. v.ry d.arly and diotincti y i. trur.l 

Y., I previously ""ptN OS wholly c .... in and <viden, many ,h ings 
wh ich I aft~rw .. ds r .. lit«! w ... doubtful. WhO! "'er. thcsc? Tht canh • 
• ky. nan, .nd every'hing .1.., Ih .. I .pp •• hend.d "" ith Ih ... n ..... BUI 

,.,hal was it about ,h.m thot I pc.crivN d.arly? Just th .. Ih~ ilk ... 0. 
though .. , of ouch 'hingo appc ... d Mlo .. my mind. Y<t rven now I .m 
I Tht F....d. ~""'" ' ...... . "" ....... , ..... 
• '. . • • 11 It.. "'i.., -..h;d, _ rnn<n-.. >'''r dr • ..!r . .. .....,. d"."",Iy ....... ' (Fm><fo 

.......",). 
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not dnlyina that theK ide" 0«\11 within ITK. S\u IIwre wu sorrwthina 
eIK .. bio:h I uloed W UKn, Ind which through habiruallM:lid I mougnl 
pa«i~ deany , althoush I did not" i" fan do to. '"'is wa •• hal !hen: 
wnc Ibinp ounick _ which were dw SOUrcQ of my Idtu and whid! 
.ew ... bled Ib .... in III itSp"'''' HeR"'as my m;,lau: 0< Illny ra,~, if my 
judd Chtnt wu UUt, it ... u notthanb.o Iht "WIJd! of my pctc:eprion.s 

But whll .boul whtn I wn COfI.ilkrina -'hinl "try .implt and 
lI1'ai&hlforwlrd in arithmetic Or gto_.ry, for example Ihll twO and )6 

Ihlft added logether mike fi"t, and 10 onl Did I nO' Ott II ItutIhcsoe 
thinp ,ltlrly enough 10 affirm Iheir lrulh? Indnd, Ihe only . talOn for my 
laltt judV'_nl Ihalthey were ~n 10 doubt wI.lhll it O<aIrred 10 me 
Ihll ~rh.pt 10m. God could ha"e !pvcn me a n.tUre .uc:h thll I wal 
decayed ~ in IlUmrs which atHwd moot ...-ident. Sut whetwvtt my 
lk«OiiOti.ed Mlief in tlw IUpmnc POW'tf of God COIf M W mind, I 
Q nllOl but admit Iba, i, ........!eI be calY for him, if hi: 10 desired, w 
bri", ic abou, that I ao wrona t"Ytn in ,how m"",," which I think I Ott 

Immy deany wilb my mind·s~. Ytf wbtn I rum 10 dw: things Ibtm­
teI_ ... hich I Ibink I ~,"i .. t very deany , I 1m 10 con.irIOtd by tbtm 
Ibll I lpGCItlncoully dedare: k1 w'-"'" can do 10 cJea.i.c _, be wiU 
_ . brinl itlbout Ibllilm nochinlolO lona". 1 oontinutlO chink I am 
tomtthina; or make;t true: a' oomt future ri_thar l h •• c ..... tt exi .. ecI, 
lin« i, il now In.It th.1 I exi .. : or bring il .bout Ih",1WO and .hru ldeled 
~ Ire mo« Or InI than he, or anYlhing of Ih il kind in which I Ott 

a mlnikll ClOnrr.cliction. And .in« I hlvt no caust.o think .hlllMre i. 
a d«ti.ing God, and I do not ytf tVen know for lure ... htlher thcrt i. a 
God It III , .ny relSOfl for doubt which d.~ndl limply Of! .hi. 
lupposirion il • ~ry Ilishl and, 10 to .pe.k, mtt.phy.i,,1 one. BUI in 
order 10 .emo ... t"Ytn ,hi •• Iipll realOn for daub., II I(IOfI ao tht 
oppO<tuflitJ llisa I mil" exlmine whctMr there ill God, Ind, if lhett i .. 
wh.trM, be an M a deai ..... For if I do noc know ,hi. , i, Ott",. thll l "n 
n .... be quilt a""in .bout anyth ingclst. 

Fine, how ..... , ron.ido:",.ioru of order 'ppu, to dKult 'hll I now 

claslify mJ moushu '"W ddini .. , kinds,' Ind ask """;do of ,hm! call " 
P' ~; " I, ~ said fO M tbe bearets of crulb and folf;"-. Sonw of m, 
thouthu I", "' it ~re the image. of ,h inp, and il;' only in Ihew caocs 
Ibll dw rmn ' idel ' illlrierly app,opria" - for ""amp", whm I Ib;nk of 
a man, or • chi ...... , or lhe Iky, or an ."ad, or God. Orhtr thou", .. "a~ 
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v,rious additional form" rhu. when I will, Q' am a/raid, Or affirm, Dr 

deny, there is always a particulu Ihing which I uk. as TIl( obj«l of my 
thought, bUI my thought includes """",hing mort' than 1M liktnn. of 
thaI thing. Some thoughts in this catfgory arc called "o!ilions Or 
emol:ions, while oth ... art' coliN iu~m.n". 

Now as fn a. idea. ... OOIK't'nN, provided th.,. uc con.i<krw ... lely 
in IMm .. JVei ar><! I do not ,d., t""m ro anyrhing .1 .. , 1M,. cannot 
m ictly ,pukIng be. fal .. ; for wMlhcr il i. a 80"1 or 4 chime.a thaI I am 
imagining, il ;. jU'1 U Irue thaI [imagiM Ih. form .. at I"" lane •. A. for 
th. will and tM emotions, he ... 100 OM neN not worry .bout falsity; for 
cven if 1M thillJll which I may de.ir. are wicked Or evcn non..,xiOlcnt, 
rha' does not make ;1 any I.,.. Irue that I desi •• rhcm. Thul rho only 
.emaining thoughts wh ••• I mu.t be On my guord .g;o in51 making a 
mis.ake are judgelmnn. And .he chid and mos. common mis.ake which 
i •• o lit foond helT ron,nts in my judging ,hot ,he idtal which Ut in me 
,""mble, or conf",m '0, things lo", ... d out!i<lt me. Of couue, if I 
con,i<ltred jUIl 1M ide ••• hem""I .... limply .s moJn of my .h<MIgh., 
wilhou. rdu'ing .hem .0 anylhing .1 .. , .hey could IC1Irccly give me any 
material for ertor. 

AmonS my idea., $01m appur '0 lit inn. ,e,.."".,'o lit advonlitious,' 
,8 and "' ..... '0 have b«n invented by mo. My unde .. unding of what a 

,hing is, who. truth is, and what .hOllgh, is, stems 10 <ltri .... imply from 
my own n'IUIT.lIuI my hearing a noi .. , OJ I 00 DQW, or !«in,.helun, or 
f .. ling 'M ~r., rom .. from !hin" which arc located outside me, 0 • .., I 
have hi'M"o judged. Lallly, silTns, hippogriH. and.M lih.1T my own 
invention.lIut pcrha", all my ide .. may be: .hought of as adven.itious, o r 
lhey may all lit inna'e, or all made up; for n yot I have not de.rly 
perceived their true origin. 

lIln the chief qu .. tion .t lhis point concerns ,h. id •• s which J t.ke 10 
be derived from .hinl' Uisting outside 1m: wh o. i. my reuon lor 
Ihinking .ha, .hey • ...,mbl. ,h..., ,hin,,! Na,ur. hal .pparently ,aughl 
me 10 Ihink Ihi •. lIut in add ilion I know by expcrima Iha"h..., idea. 00 
nOI depmd on my will, and h.rIC< Ih.tlhey do not depend simply on 01(. 

Frequently I n",icc Ihem .ven ... ·h.n I do nol want to: no ...... Ior.umpl., J 
feel tM h •• 1 ",hotoo I w.nt 10 Or not, .nd this is why I .hink Ih., !his 
... n ••• ion or ide. of h •• t rom .. 10 1m from something o.h.,tnan my ... Jf, 
nalmly the heal of th.lir. by which I am ,ining, And.M most ob .. iou, 
judg.ffl(m lor me to make is th.t the thing in question transmits to me its 
own likm<» rather than $Om.thing .1"". 

[will DQW 1ft illh..., argumenl$u.'lfongcnough. WMn [uy 'Nature 
laughl 01( to ,hink this', ali i mun i.lh.1 a spontaneou. impul .. lc:ads 

I •• • • ro..itn KI mt ,<><I romi", Ir<>m ""otidt' (FtrII(h '" • " ,. 
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me to believe it, not that irs truth hn been revealed ro me by SOlI\( 

natural USI ... Th~u is a biB diff~r~nu h~u. Whatevui, revcolN to me by 
the natutal lisht _ for nampk that from tM fOCI that I am doubtin8 
it follow, thai I nin, and so on - annat in any way be- optn to doubt. 
This is be-cauK theu cannot be- another brultyl bmh .. {JuslWonhy .. 
the nafUralUsht and .1 ... capable of $howinS me thatluch thinS' ar~ not J9 
true. But u for my natural impulsn, I have ohn judged in lhe pa .. that 
they were pushins me in Ihe wrons direction when il wn a question 01 
choosinS the sood, and I do nol $(t why I .hould plau any guat~r 
confidena in them in Dlher mallcrs. l 

Thcn again, .hhouSh thest" idea. do nol <k!'(nd on my will, it does nol 
follow th.t they must COme from thinS' localed outside me. JUSl os the 
im pulKS which I was s!,(,king of a momenl ago $(tm oppoK'd 10 my will 
enn though they au within me, so there may be- some other faculty not 
yet fully known 10 me, which produces Ihest" ide .. without,ny assistance 
from extern.1 thing,; Ihi, is. aher all, just how I have alway. thoushl 
i<k"'re produced in me when I am druming. 

And finally, even il thelot ideas did come from thinS' other than mYKI/, 
it would not follow Ih.tthcy must rest"mble ,hose ,hinp. Indt«!, I think I 
havc ohen disooveml a StUt disparity (brrw«n an obi«! and ilJ idea) in 
mlny COKS. For exampl~, there.re rwo differenl ideas of the liun which I 
find within ITW. 0... of lhem, which i, acquired as il were from the KnOCS 
and which i, a prime cumpl, of an ide. which I reckon 10 come: from an 
exl~maIlOut«, mak .. lhe ,un apl"''' vel"J' small. The other i~. is basN 
on astmnomicol re ...... ing, lhat ii, il il derived from anain nOtiOM 
which are inn." in InC' (or elK i. i. conmuctcd by me in some Dlher 
way), and this idea . hows th~ .un to be: oeveral limcs larger Ih.n the 
eanh. Obviou.ly bmh th...., ideas cannot relotmble Ihe sun which exists 
outside me; and ruton !'(nu.d.e. me that tM ide, which 5eemS 10 have 
emanated moll di'fClly from .he .un itsdl h., in /act no reKmbla",elo it 
a, all. 

AJllhest" considera.ions arc enoush .0 .. "bli.h thaI il i, not reli.bk 40 
judsement bUI Imrely wme blind impulse that hu made me bclicv~ up 
lill now .ha. there exifllhings distinct f.om mYKlf which lran5lllit 10 me 
ilkas or image, of themKlvCl throush Ihe Knst o'lans 01 in tom( olhe. 
way. 

Bu. i. now occurs to me thOl lhere i, anoth~r way 01 invarigating 
whether SOIl\( of.he things of which [pD$$(SJ idus e"ill outoide me. In 
w far aSlhe iIk.s are (considered> simpl, <as) modc:. of thought, there 
is no t«OS"iubk il\fquaiity amons .hem: they aU appear 10 come from 

, •... .,.. POW" 10. dioti ........ i!'& .... tII I""" I.IMb..r (FmocII ",. 0) . • ' ... __ ...uoc ""do ""'" 1.1,,1,,: " (F.....m .. ...,.,). 
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within mt in .1.. urn. fuhion. 8m in SO far as di/fuem idu$ <~ r. 
con,iderm at imlS"" which) ttpfntnr diffe,..,n, 'hings. j. is cka, ,h" 
they differ widtly. Undoub.odly, ,h. idtu which rep,,,,..,n, subs,."," to 
1M amount !O somt1hing more .nd, so 10 .~.k. con •• in wi,hin 
themselves more obicctivc' rulity ,hln the ideas which mutly ""p'""o. 
modes or .ccHkn'" Aglin, 1M ide. ,hi, givu "'" my undrrstanding of • 
• uprc~ God, ........ n.l. infinite, (immuI.bk,) omni5Cicnt, omnipotent 
and lbe c ... alor of.U things ,hi, exill apart from him, «crt_inly his in il 
more objtctivc .."Iily ,hln ,he i<ku Ih .. ""p,...,nl finir. $ubs,.nC('$. 

Now it i. manifcs, by 1M naru •• 1 lighl thor there mu<f lit "' lUll as 
much (!'tality) in the dficien •• nd ,01.1 COUst I. in ,he .ffret of th., ausc. 
For whcre, I uk, oould the .ffro gfl ;15 '-':OI;ly f.om, if 1>01 from 1M 
cause? And how cou ld the cause give it to the dft:,;, unl ... i, ~ i,1 
h follow, {,om thi, bo.h ,ha, some.hing cannot ui5t from no,hin", and 
also ,ha, what is mo« pe,kc1 _ .ha. is, CQ<1.ains in i'lo<lI mo ... eality _ 

4' cannot a,i5t f.om what is 1<'15 perfect , And .his is .nn'l'".enliy 'ru. not 
only in .h. " .... 0/ effC'ClI whi"h pGSS<'SS (wha. the philosoph.rs call) 
actual or formal 'eali,y, but also in ,h. ca5t of idou, who ... one. is 
considering only (wha, 'hey call) objective .eali,y. A .. one, fo, example, 
which previously did nor u i .. , canno, begin '0 u;., unl ... it is produced 
by lOm<1hing which con,ains, cither formally Of eminently evetything <0 

be found in the .. one,' ~mjl.rly, heal ".n",,1 be p.oduc«i in an objC'Cl 
whith "'as nO! previously hO!, exc<pl by ",m •• hing of .. leas, ,he ,.me 
o.dor (dotrff o. kind) of pe.fC'Clion •• h ••• , .nd so on. BUI i. i, .lso true 
.hal lho jd.~ of he •• , or of a .. one, cannot ex;'. in m. unless i, is put theft" 
by lOme caU5t whim contain •• 1 leu. a> much , .. lily., J conceive to be 
in the hut or in the .. One. for although thi, c' use dots!I<X " an,I •• any 
of iu actual or formal ... lity to my idea, it should nO! on ,h ••• croun. be 
IUpposed 'hat it must be ItII.rut' Th. n31U'. ol.n ide. is such th •• of 
i.self i. requires no form.l .,.li ,y , xcrp' wh •• it deriv .. from my thought, 
of which it is a moo:k.' But in o.do, fo,' given ido. ,0 contain such and 
sum objectiv, ... Ii.y. it mus' surely dori" i. from ",me ".UK wh id! 
contains" k .... , much form.1 ... Ii.y., .here is obioctive ... Iity in the 

' .. . i .•. p.nncip.ol< by .. 1', ....... ,.,. ,n • ~ <kp« 01 1><0 .. '" 1'<,1.",.,..' (oddcd;" 
F....d. """"". A«o,<I; .. '" II .. ",hoi .. "" ';;IOnmo. in ..... «l in .... P" .... ..... 'hOI 
foI ........... 'io<m>l' I<. 'ily of .ny,h,ns i. " , own ,n'""",, , .. Ii.,., w~ik II>< '''''!«rio<' ''''fly o# . n"" ;. .IuDCtion 0/ ,to "P, ....... """.,_,.",. -0. .. i/.n id.. A "P'-'<' 
_ obpm X w~i<~ ~ f, , ..... F· ...... will b< ''OII"i....! 'io<m>lly' 'A X ~"' .obj<cti .... " 
irr A . s..r on-, p. ' " 

, ' .. . , ... it wiII_IIirr ill ",.(/ ,1>< ....... m.n .... ,t< ""r.. .. _ or om.. """, .. «II<m 
!hi"II>' (...wed '" f....d. v<nion) . ... ocnololri< ",,~ • • 0 poo .... . 1'fOP!"7 
'-'~( it '0 .,.,..... " 'i",,!!,., ;" o«or<!>n." .... ,~ ," ddino,..." 10 poo"" " 
·...u..mty'it '" _ it i" """< hich<r form. , '.,. ,ko, Ihn <I",. m .... b< I<u 1<." (F....d. "" ... ) . 

• •.. . i .. .. ... n ... o. " '1 oI_~;"A' (.dd«! ,. fmKlr '·miun). 
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idea. Fo. if we 'UppoK Ibl! ~n i.xl romains somelhing which was not in 
its callK, il must have go! tllis from notbing; yet 1M mode of being by 
which a Ihing exi", objecrively <0. ,.p ..... n ••• iv.ly) in tM int.llea by 
way of an idea, im!)(rfca though it may be, il ~trfainly no. nolhing, and 
SO it Clnnot con\( from nothing. 

And ahhollgh th •• uhf)' whic:h I 1m con$i.xring in my ideas i. me",ly 
obj«tive .calif)', I muS! not on .hal I«OIIn! suppoRmallhe ... me ",alif)' 41 

need not uill fonn~JJy in .he causes of my idas, bu •• ha. it is enough for 
it 10 be p ..... nl in Ihem objeaively. Fo. iuS! ailM objective mode of 
beillfl belongs 10 iden by Ibci. vef)' nalU.e, SO Ihe formal mod. of being 
belongs 10 'M causes of i.xu - o. al leasl rhe fim and molr importanl 
ones - by their very nalUr •. And ahhough one idea may pcrhapo originale 
/rom anolhe., 1M", cannot be an infinile "''''''' he.e; evenlu,lIy one: 
musl .each a primary idu, ,he cau~ of which will be like an ,rchctypc 
wbich cDnUin. formally <,nd in fact) ,II ,h. ""Iif)' <D. pcrfcaion) 
whid! i. p.escnt only objccrively <or "'prescnrarively) in rhe idea. So il i. 
dear to me, by Ih. n~rural light, Ihalthe ideu in me arc lilr. <pictUrcs, 
or) imal" which can calily fall short of rM !)(rfccrion of th.rhing. /rom 
which they a", la~en, bUI which cannot conlain anylhinlgrtaler Dr more 
!)(rfecr. 

The longer and more carefully I eumine all ,he~ poinrs, th. mo •• 
clearly and diotinctly I recognize ,hei'11lllh. Bur what il my conclusion ro 
bel if ,he objectiv •• calif)' of any of my ideas luml OUIIO be so ""arthlt 
I ~m lure the 11m. ruli.y don nOI reside in me, . i,he. formally or 
eminendy, and h.nce Ihat I my~1f cannot be itl caUst, il will n«<lsarily 
follow Ihal l am nol alone in Ih. world, but thar some orM.thin. which 
is Ihe cause of Ihil idea al ... exists. BUI if no such ide\! il fO be found in 
me, I lh~1l have no "'l1'menl to tonv;ncc me of Ihe exil1cncc of anything 
apart from myldf. For .xlpit. a mosl careful and comp •• hensive lUrvey, 
Ibil is lhe only argument I have so f.r been .DIe 10 find. 

Among my ideas, apart f.om 1M i.xa which gives me a rep.esentalion 
of myself, which CannOI p ..... nl any di/fiCIIIf)' in ,his conlexl, Ihe", are 41 
ide •• which variously "'prescnt God, corpo",al and in,nimat. Ihinp, 
anSdo, animal. and finally other men li~~ my~lf. 

As fir as ronccms Ihe ide .. which rtp ..... n. other men, Of animals, or 
.n&<ll, I have no dif!icully in undemandi ns Ihat they could be pllt 
logether from the idea. I have of my~lf, of corpo.callhing. and of God, 
evcn if the world conlained no men besides me, no animals and no 
an&ds. 

As 10 my idus of rorporc.lrhinp, I Un sec nothillfl in them which;1 
ID ""II <Dr «cellenr) " 10 malrc it seem impouible thai il DfiginllCd in 
my~lf. Fo. if [$Q"\Iliniu them thoroughly and «amine them one by one, 
in the way in which I examined {he idu of I~ wu ynterday, I notice 



,0 
thar lhe things which t perco;v~ ckarly and distinctly in "wcm a~ Y~ry {("\Of 

in number. The li51 comprise. liu, or nlcnsion in kngth, breadth and 
depth; sh,~, which is • function of the bound.1in of ,hi. ntension; 
posirion, whim i ••• darion bf:t'Wcon urious ife"" pontslin, shape; and 
mo!ion, or ch.n~ in pooirion; 10 IMw may be.d<kd substance. dilution 
and num,,". But a. for .11 .he 'C5l, indudi", ligh. and colours, sound" 
pndl., U, In, heal Ind cold and ,he o t""," ,.<;tile quali"", I ,hin k of ,IM:K 
only in I Ycry confused Ind obKU~ ",ay, 10 the exlcnl that [do not eycn 
know whether Ih.ey arc truc or raise, thai ii, whether th. ide .. r h ••• of 
t1Km.'" idea. of ",.1 things or of non-things.' For although, as [hln 
noted befo..." fal.it)' in ' M Aria sen .. , or format ral.ify, can occur only in 
j~lTKnu, the.e i. lno!!",! kind of f.llit,-, mlteri.1 blsity, which occur< 
in ilku, when they represent non-thi"" as things. for .,..ample, 1M idea. 

44 which I h."" of hUI and cold comain so linle d arify and di$linctncu lhal 
IMy do nor enabk me 10 lell whetner cold is merely rne absmcc of Mal 
Or via vern, Or whetMr borh of Inm. • .., real qualitin, Or neirMr is. 
And sina: IMre can be 00 ideu .... hich are 001 as il wen of Ihinp,' if il ;s 
true lhal rolcI ;s norn;n, bul 1M abscnu of heat, Ih. idea which 
"'Present' il 10 me a. somelhing roal and pos;l;ve dese"," 10 be called 
false ; and 1M nIM gon for OI her iden of In;s kind . 

Such ideas obviowly do nor require me 10 posil a oouru diSiiner from 
myself. For on 1M one nand, if rhey Ir. false, Ihal is, rep.ncnl 
non-Ininp, I koow by 1M natural lighl Ihal Ihey arise from norhing­
mal il, IMy ar.;n 1M only becluse of a de~cicncy and lack of perf«tion 
in my naIU..,. If 011 Ihe Ollie. nand Ihey are lrue, IIIen lil"lCC 1M .uliry 
which Ihc:y .epresenl il so ul remcly Il ighlIhal I cannor even disti nguish 
il from a non 'lhi"" I do IHYI see why Ihey cannor originale from myself. 

Wilh regard fO Ihe dear.nd dilliner dementi in my ideas of COf"J'Ou.1 
mings, it appears th" I could havt" borrom some of IMse f.om my idea 
of my..,lf, namely IUbsul"lCC, duration, number and .nything el.., 0/ In;s 
lcind. For uampk, I .hink Ihat a sfOnt is • SUMrana:, or is a Ihi"8 
cap.ble of ui,tin, independently, and I also Ihink ,hall am a ,"MIII\«. 
Adm;lUdly I conceiv. of myself as a Ihing Ihat Ihink. and is not 
Ulended, whereas I conceive of Ihe $lone as a Ihing lhal i. ulended and 
does IHYIlhink, SO rhat the twO co~ions differ eoo""""sly; bul IMy 
II«m 10 agt« with r",pea 10 the da"i~carion ·suMlana:·.' Again, I 
perceive Ihal I now u i$l, and ..,member Ihat I have U ;$IN for some 
time; moreover, I have various lhoughu which I can count; il is in IMse 

, •. . • cIOmeriullhinp __ " MOl • • i>t. (F'- •• noon! . 
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ways that I acquiu the ideas of duration and number which I can t:hm 4' 
tranJfcr 10 OIlier thinI'. AI for all the: other elemcnlll which make up the: 
i.ku of CO<pO<C.1 Ihinp, na .... IT e"tenlion, "'aI"', ~tion and move­
_nt, the" IU nOt formally w n,.in«! in me, lince I am nOIhina but a 
thinking thina; bu, sina they are merely modes of, . \lbnanet,' and I am 
• subscanet, it sums poslible that they ne contained in me eminendy. 

So the:re ft1TIa;ns only the: idea of God; and I must consider wbcther 
there is anything in the idea which could OOt han originated in myself. 
By the: word 'God· I undemand a .ubstanC<' thaI is in finite, <w:mal, 
immuta ble,>independent, lupumdy inttlli~m, lupttmely powerful,and 
which crealn! both myself and everythina else (if anything else the:tt be) 
thaI exiSII. All tbest anrihutcs are such thaI, the more .;artfully I 
wncenlratt on them, the Ie .. poslihle it s«ms mat they) a:>IIld havt 
origiruun! from mt alone. So from what has h«n Jlid it mUlt be 
«>neludc-d that God nece .. arily exillS. 

It i, tr\t( th,tl have tht idea of lubst,nC\' in me in virtue of the fact that 
I am a l ubst.nct; but Ihis would not aCCOUnt !of my h.-ing the ide. of an 
infinitt substanC<', when I am finite, unlns this ide'p,ocl!tdtd from_ 
substance .... hich realJy was infinite. 

And I must not think thai, jUst u my conC<'l'Iions of rest and da.kMaI 
arc .rrind at by Mg.ting movement .nd )i"'t, so my pe!Uplion of ,he 
infinite il arrived at not by .... an. of a true ide. hut mer. ly by negarina 
the: finiu. On the contr.ry, I de.rly undemand thllther. is mort !"tality 
in In infinire Iubstana: th.n in a finite one, and hence that my per«plion 
of tbe infinire, that is God, is in some way prior to my petup'lion of tbe 
6nire, that is myself. For how could f understa nd thll I douhln! Or 4' 
desired - thaI is, lacked solll(1hing - and that I was not wholly perfect, 
unless lhe...,~..., in me some ide. of. more per/oct being wh ich mabln! 
me 10 rn:ogniu my own defects by compuison? 

Nor Cln it be Ilid Ihatlhi. idea of God il perhaps materially false.nd 
10 a:>IIld have COme from nothing.' which is what I observed just a 
mommt .go in Ihe cut of ,he ideas of heJt and cold, and so on. On lhe 
conrrary, it is utterly clnr and distinct, and contains in ilKlf more 
objoctivc ",aliI)' than any other idea: hc-nc:e thtre is no ide, which is in 
irKlf lrutr Of lell liable 10 be IUopectn! of fa lsehood. This ide, of a 
sup",mely ptrfect and infinit~ bei ng il, I say, true in the highcal deltC<'; 
for .!thou", perhapi one may imaginelhat such a being does not u ist, it 
canno, be supposed that the idea of such. being reprntnlll oomethina 

I ' ... ..... II ~ ....... tho P'_ .odt< w+.i<h ","po,..ol .. Mufltt &pp< . .. . o ... • (French 
.tt · ) . • .. . . ""'t tho .... I ho" 0/ .... "'. (F'- • ....",). 
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unreal, as I ... id wilh regard 10 1M id~. of cold. The idea iI, morwvtf, 
unerly dur and distinCl; ~r whatev.r I durly and di5lincdy peraive a5 
being rul and true, and implying any peril.'Clion, i. wholly ronlained in 
it. II does nOt man~r that [ do not grup the in~ni,e, or thai IMr~ are 
cound""s additional atlribulcs 01 God which [ cannol in any way grasp, 
and perhaps ann,,, even rum in my Ihoughl; fori ' i, in th. nalure of 1M 
in~nil~ nol 10 be gra,pc<! by a ~nit. being like my..,lf. It i, enough Ih.1 I 
undemand' the infinil~, and that [ judgt" Ihat allth. armbulcs wh ich [ 
clearly peruive .nd know 10 imply OO/TIC ~rI~tfion _ and ~rhal" 
counlles. <Mh.n 0/ which [ am ignoranl _ .re prtWnl in God .ilhe. 
formally or ~min.ntly. Thi l i, enough 10 mak~ th~ ilka Ihal [ have 01 God 
1M truest and molll clear .nd distinCi 01 all my idcu. 

Bon ~rh.1" I am something ~aler Ihan J my..,1f undema nd, and all 
the perfections which [ antibute to God are sommow in me po •• ntially, 

41 though nOt yet .R1<'rging Or aClual i .. d. For [ am now u~r~ncing • 
gflldual inause in my knowledg., and I ..,., nothing 10 prevent il5 
increasing more .nd more to infinity. Funh.r, ) Ott no rea""n why) 
.hauld not be able 10 use Ihi, inc..ued knowledgt" 10 acqui re all the 
OtMr per/fetions of God. And finally, il lhe pot.ntiality for ,hese 
per/«tion. i, al",ady wi,hin '"", why ,hould IlOl this be enough 10 
V~ .. t. the idea of IUd> ~rieCiion.? 

lIul .lIthi, is imposoible. First, though il i. tru. thol the.e i, a gradual 
incru.., in my knowledge, and that J have many potencial iti"" whi.h arc 
not ye, .C1ual, ,hi. i, all quile irrel.vanl to 'he ide. of God, wh ich 
conl.in. aboolulely nOlhing Iha' i. potenlial;l indeed, this gradual 
ina •• .., in knowledV i. il..,l/ Ih •• ur~" sign of imperfection. What is 
more, .ven il my knowledgt" .Iw.y. inauses mOt. and more, ) rccosnizc 
Ih., it will ~v.r .ctu.lly be infinite, since i, will ,",vcr .cach th. poinl 
where it i, nOl capabl~ 0/ a furth.r incr •• ..,; God, on ,h. other hand, ) 
take to be actually infinite. so that nothing can be added 10 hi, perll.'Clion. 
And finally, [ perceive th aI the objl.'Cliv. being 01 an ide. cannot 1M: 
produced merely by potential being, which sttictly speaking;' !IOlhing, 
bul only by actual or form al being. 

If on. conan"""" ""rdully, .n 'hi' is qUilf evident by th( natural 
light. -ilul wh~n J ",lax my concrn!ra!ion, .nd my II>(ncal vision i, blinded 
by the imag~. of things ~rcci.ed by ,he ..,nses, i, i'!IOt SO c .. y for R1<' to 
um(mbo:r why Ihe ide. of a being mo", ~rf«t ,h.n my..,1f mUSt 
~ 10 o..cu... ont an ~ at ........ 0><1 ~ wiIhou, fully .... 'Pins~, 
'In do. .. m< ... y .. <an lOUd! • """"""' .. ",;.t, ow 1>.0 ........ _ ......,. P'" _ ..... 
.,...,.,.,. ~ ••• T .. "",,~;, 10 ... t...o.io in me', thouaht:to kno>w glhii.,;, io 
",ff>DenO to touch io...;m ....... m...cm' (Imrr '" M"*""",, >7 Mooy ,6)", AT I 'IS: 
CSMI: 'l) . 
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n«asarily proc«d from ..,me being which i. in rnli!}' more perfect. I 4' 
should lherefore like 10 &0 funhtf and inquire whct/lcr I myself, who 
hne this idea, COOJld exist il no such bcinS exi>led. 

From WMm., in Ihat case, would I derive my exine,,"? from myself 
presumably, or from my parcnts, or from..,me Olher hein", less perfect 
than God; for nothing more pcrlKt th.n God, or even as per/ea, c.n be 
thou"'t of or im'sined. 

Yet if I derived my uislmcc from myself, l then I MOIIld neither doubt 
nor wanl, nor lack .nythinilif all; for I should haYe siven myself all w 
perfKtions of which I h."" any idea, and Ihusl shOllld myself be God. 
I mu>l nor supp<>sc that the items I I.ck ....... Id be more diffi.;ul, '0 
acqui", lhan lhose I no... have. On the contrary, it is dear mat, lin« I am 
a thinkin& Ihing Or .ubs~n«, it wOllld have been far mo", diffiadl IOC' 
me 10 eme'1C' out of nothin& than me",ly 10 acquile knowicd&e of lhe 
many thin", of whil:h I am ignorant - such knowlc:d&e being merely an 
accident of thlf lubsranu, And if 1 had derived my exinence from 
myself, which ;1 a &rcartf achievement,' should aruinly nor hive denied 
myself the knowledge: in qunlion, which is IOmCthin& much easier to 
acquire, Of indeed any of the .nributn whi(:h I pem:ive 10 be contained 
in.he idea of God; for none of Ihem S«m any harder to achic'>'C. And if 
any of mem WfTf harder 10 achieve, ,hey wO\lld «nainly appear .., ro 
me, if I had indttd &01' all my othe, anribules from myself, sin« I.hould 
upcrien« a limilliion of my POWtf in this ,~. 

1 do nor escape the fora 01 Ihese arlluments by IUPposinll thai I have 
always uilted II [do now, u if il followed from this thlf Wtc WII no 
Deed 10 look for any .uthor of my existence. for. lifesp.an can be dividc<l 4' 
inlo COOJnd.,.. p.ns, each completely independent of the ochcn, .., IMt it 
docs nor follow from the faet lha! I exined a little wbile allO that I must 
cx"'t now, unlns there", some , .usc which as ilwere creates me afresh a! 
this momenl- thai i., which preserves me. For il is quite clear ro anyoM 
who .ttentively contiden lhe: nature of time that the: same power and 
action are n«dcd to preserve anythinll at tach individual moment of its 
duration as would be fTquired to ""'Ie mat thinll a~ if it wcre not yet 
in existence. Hence lhe: diotinction between prcscrvltion and ,reation is 
only a con.ccp.ual one,1 and ,his is one of the: .hings Ihal arc evidenl by 
lhe naturalli&bt. 

I mUll therefore now ask myself whether [ possess $Ome power 
enabling me 10 bring il about that I who now ex;'! will "ill exist a little 
while from now. for since I am nothinl bUI a Ihinkin& minI-Of II least 

, • •• • • 0Id _ .. ;. ' p<od<ot 01 .. ..,. odwr bci",' (od<Ied" fmldo .... """') . 
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lince [am now conamrd only .nd pt«isdy wirh that pan 01 m. which 
; •• thinking thing - if lM~ w.r. such • power in ..... I .hould 
undoubttdly bt ow.rt of il. 8m I .x~r"'",. no such power, and this yl.'fy 

fact m.k« "'" ttcQSlliu rtI<)<. cJ...rly .hat I d.1"'"d On ""me ~nl 
dillirtCt from myvlf. 

But perhaps ,hi. Mini is nOl' God, and I"",h.ps I was productd !'ilM' 
by my parents or by other cou ... 10. I"'rf..a ,han God. No; for u I hn • 
.. id Mfa,.." ;1 i. quite cI . .. that ,h .... mus' M at Inot as mud! in 1M 
causc;u in th, dim.' And th'fda •• whatevrr kind of cause i. ",.nluany 
propoKd, .ilKe I am a thinking thing and have within me ""me id.. of 
God.;1 mus' be admined ,hal ... ·h.' cau ... d me is iudl. thinking thing 
and pos .... sa the ide. of all the ""rfoaion. wh i<:h I .mibute!O God. In 
respect of ,hi. cau .. OM may 'g.1in inqu;", wheth .... it de,iva its 
tx;Slenu (rom itself o r from another call..,. If from ;10..11. thm it i. doar 

50 from .... hat hu bun .aid that it il itself God. lin.cc il it has the pow~r of 
.xilling Ihrough in own might, I th.n IIndoubtrdly' it also ha. tho po .... « 
of actually posS<'Ssing all the prrf«tiono 01 which il has an idoa - thaI is. 
alilhe prrfmions .... hi( h I concriv. to ~ in God. 1/, on the olh .. hand. ;1 
okriv .. ito ui".nce Irom a!>Oth.r ","u..,. th.n the urn. qll .. t;on may ~ 
repratrd concerning thi' fllllh.r cau .. , nam.ly .... hnh.r it okriv .. its 
.xill<n.cc from iuclf 0< from anoth« (au..,. unlil.vrmllally the Illtimate 
cau.., is ~.mrd, and this .... ill ~ God. 

It is cll!ar .nollgh Ihat an infinit. ~IS i, impossibk h ... , .. podolly 
.ince I am ckaling nOl" just .... ith.he cau.., that prodllced m. in tho put, 
bllt also and m()St imponandy .... ith tho COli.., , hat P'"" ....... II\( a, tho 
pre..,nt mom.nt. 

Nor can it ~ slIppostd ,hat ..,v.ral partial ,allS<'S contributed 10 my 
creation. or ,hat [ rca:;ved th~ ioka of 0"" of Ih. prrfmion ..... him I 
anriblll< to God from Oil<" cau.., and the idea 01 anoth .. lrom anoth.r­
,h •• upposirion h.re ~ing that all tho p<.'rlrctions or. to he found 
somcwn..., in the univ~ .... bu. not ioin«l tOS".her in. lingle heing. God. 
On the contrary. the IInil)". tho simplicity. or th. inseparability of.U tilt: 
a",ibu, .. of God i$ on. of tho mosl ;mponan, of the p<.'rlt"Ction$ .... hich I 
unokrstand him to hav •. And 'llrely the ide. of ,h. IInity of aU his 
prrf«rions CQUld not hay. be.n placed in me by any caus< .... him did not 
31so provick me with ,h. ideas of th. oth .. ptrf« tions; lor no cau.., 
could have' mad. m. undrr$land tho int,1'C1)nMCtion and in..,parabihty 
of tilt: prrf«rionl without at .h. sam. ti"'" making me rn:ogniu what 
lhey wor •. 

I " .. " .. 1 ........ udI n,L..,. on thr <Ouw .. In;" . 1Irrt· (fnnd. ......... ). 
, Lot. ".. .. ; ~ .. ,.U1 .t!I~ ;".if'. 
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lasdy, as rqards my parUlfJ,"", if everythins 1 han "er bdia-ed 

aOOutlMm is lrue, il is urtainly ootthey who prnerve me; and in so far 
as I .m a thinkins thins. they did not ...... n make ""';'her "",.ely pllad 
c:tttain dispositions in the m"ner which I have alwlY' rqardcd .. 
wnt.ainins me, or ratMr my mind, for Ihal is III I now lab mYKIf 10 p 
be. So lhe:,., Un be 1'10 difficulty reptdinS my parUliS in Ihil wnlt'l<l. 
AI~r .lKn, it must be concluded tha, the me,., faa thai [nisI and 
have within me an ~a of I mos. ~rfK1 ~ns. thl! if, God, provioo. 
fery dcar proof thai God indttd nislS. 

"only remains for me 10 exami!\( how [1'ft:tived this idea from God. 
For I did 1101 acqui,., it from the senses; it has !\(Ver come to me 
uMxpeaedly, •• usually ha~n. with 1M ideu 0/ thinp that .,., ptr­
CC'inbk by the senses, when th<:sc: thinS' prnent lhe:mKlves 10 lhe 
ex~mal sense organs - or seem to do so. And it wu oot invented by me 
either; for I am plainly unable ";IMr ro ,ak. away anythins from it or to 
add anythins ro il. 1M only rem,ininS al~malive i. thlt it is innate in 
me, just .. the idu of myself is inn'te in me. 

And indttd it is no SUrpriK that God, in creatins me, should have 
pl,ad thi. idea in me ro be, al il we,." the mark of the cramman 
stamped on hi. work _ not that the mark MCd be any thins distinct from 
tlK work i(Jelf. But tlK mer. fact Ihat God .;realed me is a ""ry strons 
buis for belia-inS that I am soIMhow made in his imase and like .... s, 
Ind that I ~r«i"" thl! libllUS, which includes the idea of God, by tM 
same faculty which etubin me 10 perCC'ive myself. ThaI is, when [ tum 
my mind's ~ upon mrsclf, I understand th.t I .m • thinS which is 
inrompln. and dependent on al101her and which upites without limit ro 
"Or src1ter and hntcr thinp; but l .lso undcnl.nd It the .. me rime th.t 
he: on whom I depend hu within him .U Ihose srcaler things, 1101 JUSt 
indefinitely and poccnrially hut .ctU.lly and infinitely, and hentt tbat he 
is God. The whole force of the .rgument lies in this: I rtCOCOiu thlt il 
would be impossible for me to uist with the kind of narun: I have-thaI 5' 
is, havinS wilhin me the ide. of God - Wen: it 1101 the use Ihll God ,.,a1ly 
uis.ed. By 'God' I mean the very beinS the ~. of whom il within me, 
thaI i., 1M p<lU'\SOr of all the ~rf«tion. which I c.nno< gt:aIP, but can 
SOIlM'bow rum in my thought, who i.lubject to no <Idem wh'lRICVer,' 
II is dear enough from this that he cannot be a dcainr, sina: it is 
manifcst by tM natural lisb,lh.t all fraud and dcccplion depend on some 

'''''', But before examininS this point mort cartfully.1Id invesriptinS other 
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truth. which may be <krived from iI, I should likt 10 pauS(' hut and 
.~nd sorne limo in 1M contemplation of God; 10 reA«t on hi, attributes, 
and 10 sale wilh won",". and adororion on the ""auty of this im"",n .. 
liglll, SO far os the eye of my dark~ intellect tan bear il. For just as ..... 
belitv. IhrO\lgh faith tha11h. supremo happiness of the nut life consim 
solely in ,h. cont.mpl.,ion of 1M divine majesty,,,,, expen.",. 1.11. us 
1hal thi, .. m. conl<mplation, .Ibeit much Ius ped«t, mabks us 10 
know the gr..alnl joy of which w. arc capable in th illit • . 

'VI ate 
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Truth and falsity 

DlIringlllnf ~il few d~Yi I have accuslomed myoclf IQ leading my mind 
away from Ihe ocnses; and I ha .... uken ClIldul OOIe Qf the b ct Ihallh.cre 
is very little aboul corpo~allhinp Iha, is!fuly perceived, whe.eas much ' J 
mote is kno",n .boul Ihe human mind, and slill rno~ about God. The 
resull is Ihal I no", have no difficull)' in luming my mind away from 
imaginable Ihinl" and {Q", .. d.lhinl' which a.e objea. of Ihe inleUect 
alOlM: and arc 1ot.1Iy ocpuale from mme •• And inOOd th. Kin I have of 
1M human mind, in so far as il is a thinking ,hing, ",hich i. no! exlended 
in ImJIh, breadlh Or Mighl and hn no exhu bodily cha.acterillics, i. 
mu<:h mOfe distinct than Ihe idu of Iny co'po~11 ,hing. And wMn I 
consider Ihe faa thai J have doubts, 0. thaI I am a Ihing thai i. 
incomplne and dependent, Ihen the~ arises in me a cltar and distinct 
idea of I being who is independent and complete, that is, an idea of God. 
And from the rnc~ fan thaltM~ il.uch .n idea within In(, D' that t who 
pounsthi. idea exiSl, [dearly inlu Ihll God al.., exists, and Ihal evtry 
si""e moment of my enlire exislence depends on him. So clear is this 
conclusion Ihal I am confident Ih.1 Ihe human inteUect cannot know 
anything Ih.1 i, "'''' .... idenl Or more eeruin. And now, from Ihis 
conlempl'lion of tM lrue God, in wlmm aU the I.e"u.es Qf wisdom and 
lhe IoCienceo lie hidden, I th ink I ClIn ICC ~ way {Q!Ward 10 Ih. knowledge 
of other thinp.1 

To bqin "';,h, I rccognile Ihal il is impossible Ihat God should evcr 
deceive mc. Fnr in every caoc nl I.;dory n. deceplion some imperl",,;on 
if 10 be found; .nd although 1M abilily to dcceive .ppeau .n be an 
indication of devcmess or power, the wiU {O deceive i. undoubledly 
evidence of malice or w .. knlss, and $0 canDO< apply 10 God. 

Next, l know by upe~na Ihat Ihe~ is in In( a bC"Ulty of judgeln(nl 
which, like everything eloc which is in me, I ccrtainly .ccrivtd from God. 54 
And sin« God does IlO'l wish 10 dc«ive In(, he .u~ly did IlO'l give melhe 

[ •... _ ........... _ Clft I>< p .... i .. d b, ""..-. 0< ,mqoacd" (Frendo ........ ) . 
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" 
kind of faculty which would cvcr enabl. me 10 110 wrong while using if 
correctly. 
Th.~ would M no furlh.r doubt on this i .. ~ w..u it not ,hal what I 

have juSt said .p~.rs to imply ,hat l am inc.pabl. of ever soing wrong. 
For if everything thor;. in me comrs from God,.nd h. did no, .ndow m. 
with. bculty for making misra . .. , it .ppun ,h2' [an """"11" wrong. 
And "rloinly, 10 long as 1 think o nly of God, and lurn my w!>ok 
mcnrion 10 him, I ClIn hnd no cau .. of . .. or or falsity. Sur whcn I til," 
bad< 10 rn)'H'lf, I know by upt'rirnu ,hal I am proM 10 mund", 
.rran. On IookinS for 1M tauS<' of theM: errors, I ~nd th" I pos ... n nIX 

only • ...,.J and positive ide. of God, or a being who i. l uprtmt"ly pt'rfm, 
but .110 what may he <KlICribc:d as a ne\l"live ide. of nmhi",,,",, or of 
,hal whiell i. fanhts, ,emoved from all ""r/caion. r ",.Iiu Ih.l l am, as;t 
wcre, IOm.thing intermedia,e bttwcen God and nothingness, or Mtw«n 
suprcmt" being 2nd non·bc;nll: my nature i, ,ItCh that in so far as I was 
ereaIN by the supreme Mini. there is nothing in 1M ", enable me to '" 
wrong Or lead me amay; but in so far u Ip.nicipate in nothingness Or 
non·Ming. that iI, in so fa. as 11m flO{ myself the supreme Ming and am 
lackinll in cound ....... pctts. it is no wonder that I make mistakn. I 
Understlnd, tben, ,hat error as sItCh i, not' IOm ... hing rcal which depends 
on God. bu, ...... Iy a def"",. Hence: my going wrong doe. no, ""lui .... me 
to have a faculty .pec:ially Mstowed on me by God; it simply happen, al 
a rnult of the fact that the faculty of tfUC' judgement which 1 hive from 
God is in my case not infinite. 

H But this is ,rill not enrirely ""tisfactory. For urOr is not a pure 
negation,' but .. ,h •• a p.ivation 0' Jack of """" knowledge which 
som.t.ow ""ould M in me. And when 1 con.ccntrat. on the nature of God, 
it Kern. impossible that he should have plaud in "'" a faculty ",hic:b i. 
not' perfect of ill kind, or wh ich lacks some perfection which it ought to 
ha .... The mOre skilled the craftsman th. mo .... perfect th. work productd 
by him; if thil i. 10. how can anything produud by the lup .. me c.ea.o. 
of all things I'IOt M rompl ••• and pe.fect in all respects? There is, 
mo ..... v.r. no doubt that God could have given me. nature such that I 
WI! never milliken; IlIlin. th ..... il no daub! that he alwlYS wills what i. 
Mil. Is itth.n Mtt.r that 1 ohould make millak .. than that 1 .t.ould flO{ 

do 101 
As ' reflect on the .. matt.rs mo.e attentively, it occurs to",.. first of all 

that it is no cau .. for surp.i .. if ' do flO{ understand the ruson. for some 
of God·l actio ... ; and there i. no call to doubt his cximn« if ' hlppen to 
find thlt the .... arc other ;n ... nttS where I do I'lO'l grasp ",by or t.ow 

1 ... . i. •. ..,. .. """, "'" M", .... I .. k 01_ pno".." • .., wlUdt [ ..... "" P"'P" ct.; .. ' 
.odded;' f mo<h ."d, n). 

• 
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aruin fhinp wuc made by him. for since I now know th~t my own 
nature is very welIk and limited, whuul the natuu of God is immmK, 
incompuh(:nsibk and inlinite, [ also k.now wirhoo,lf more ado that he i. 
Qp,lbk of countless things whose causes arc beyond my knowlc~. And 
for thi, rnson alone I cansicK. Ihe customary Kirch for final causn 10 be 
totally useleu in physics; there i. coruideroble TI.hncs.5 in thinkin, 
myxlf capable of invatigaringlM (impcne'lrabk> purposn of God. 

II al.., occun to me Ihal whenenr we arc inquiring WhcthC'tM work, 
of God arc perfect, we oughl 10 look al the whole uninrK, not: just al 
one crealed Ihi"3 on in own. For what would pc.haps righrly a~ar 
very imperfect if il nilltd on ill own il qui .. pcrftct when il.l function as 56 
a pan of the univcl'K i. considertd. II i. t ...... h.r. sinu my dtcision TO 
doubt eftrythins, it i. so far only my"]! and God whooc u:illcncc I have 
~n .bk 10 know wilh ~n.iII!Y; bUI die' ClOIlsiderinfl ,he immmse 
pow.:!' of God, I unllO'l ckny Ihal many olher Ihinp have bttn made by 
him, or al lean could ha.e bet:n made, and hen« Ihtll may han a plu" 
in tM universal scMrM of Ihings. 

NUl, wMn T look mo~ clowly al m~lf and inquire infO the natu~of 
my efrors (for Ihese ate the only eviden« of SOrM imperfl'C'tion in me), [ 
notice that they depend on two concurrent causes, namoly on tM faculty 
of knowled~ which is in rM, and on the faculty of choice Of hcooom 
of the will; that if, they depend on boo:h the inlelka and the will 
simuhanrou$ly. Now aU Ihat 1M ;nlelka docs is to enable me to 
peraint the ide" whid! a", subjects for pouible judg ..... nts; and when 
regarded srrictly in this ligh r, irrurn. ourro conta;n 00 .rror ;n the pr"l"'r 
K'OK of tharrum, for alrhough countless Ihings may uifl wilhoullhere 
bei", any corresponding ide" in me, il should nor, $Iricrly ~al<ing. be 
uid thai [am deprived of thne idea5,l bUI merdy lluol I lack them,;o a 
nqui.e .." ... Thi. i. bc:cau .. [ canoot produce any fuson to prove thaI 
God oughllo have given me a grnler f,culty of knowledge than he did; 
and no maner how ,killed [ undemand a crahsman ro be, rhis don noc 
m.ake rM think he ought 10 ha"e PUI inlO every OM of his WOfU all the 
perfection. whim he is able to put into some of lbem. Beside., I canROl 
complain .hallh. will Dr f~om of <:hoi"" which J received from God i. 
MoDI sufficiendy utenH.e Dr perfect, sin« I know by ""perimu thaI it i. 
IIOf /'ffiriaed in any way. Indeed, Ilhink ;r i •• ery noceworrhy ,hal .ber. 57 
if nolhi", el .. in rM which i. SO perfect and so BUarrh" the possibility 
of a ronber inc"" .. in il> perfection or BUIIIln$ i, bc:yond my under· 
flandi"" II, for example, I conJider Ihe faculty of understanding. I 

, '" . wioh"." .Ii ........ or "n,~ '.,""q' (oddod i. FmIdo _ ) . 
• ' ••• i< <an"", "" .. id ..... lOy.,' ,sandi .. ~ oIepri..d 01 m... ........ if...., ..... 

_""""'- '" wfoic~ it> na ..... enti .... it' (fmodo ,to . '0). 



Mdif~tio". 0" Fim Phi/ruop!ry 

immMi.,dy r«ognile ,h.t in my ust" i, is extremely slight .nd very 
fini", .nd I a' oIKe form ,he idea of an undemanding which is much 
grcoter - ;mked supremdy great and infinite: and f,om the .ery fact that 
I Can form an idc:a of it. I percei.e that it belongs to Ihe n.lu.e 01 God. 
SimilHly, if I u.mine the fa,ult;cs of memory Or imagination, Of any 
others, I di>rovef that in my caK ucb OM 01 tllest" fa""lti .. i. weak.nd 
limit~. while in ,he (1st" 01 God it i. immea.u •• bk. It i. only the will. 
or fl'ftdom of moice. which I experience within me to be 00 g.eat Ih.t 
1M ide. 0/ any !!Jeate, fa.cuhy is Myond my gfa,p; '" m",h '" th., il i. 
above an in vin"" of the win th.t I understand mYKIl '0 Mar in "'_ 
way 1M im.ge and likm .. , 01 God. For .lthough God', will;' inoompa­
•• bly S.ut .. than miM, both in viffue 01 ,h. kl>Owl~ge .nd powu th., 
.ccompany it and mah it more firm .nd efficacious, and . 1$0 in vinu. of 
its obje<:t, in th.t it range, over a gre.t •• numMf of item., neve"hd .. s i. 
don not st"tm any sreate. dun mil\( when con,idered as win in ,h • 
.. stnti.] and 'IIier .. nst. This is becaust the win simply consists in OUT 

.bility ro do or no!: do ",m."hing 1m... is, to affirm or deny, ro pursue or 
•• oid); o. rathe., it con.islll simply in t:M lac. th.t when the intellect puts 
something forward, we ote """'~ to affirm or deny or {O pursue: or avoid 
;1 in .",h a way m..t we do no!: fed ourxl_ 10 be <ktcrmined by any 
ulemal force. For in o.do. 10 be Irtt, rMu is no nttd for _ ro be capable 
of going in each of two direcri"",,; on !:he contrary, the....."., [i""line in 

J8 ooe direction - eithe. bccaust [clearly understand !:hal "",son. of tru!:h 
.nd goodness point lhat way, or bccaUJe of a divinely produced dilpol­
irian of my inmost t:houghlS - the Ir«r is my choice. Neilher divine graa: 
nor narural knowledge ev •• diminishtl f,edun; on the contrary, they 
inc"'K and ",.ngth.n it. But the indiffer.nce I luI when the .. i. nO 
«"$On pushing me in on. di.ccrion rother th.n ."",her i. ,h. low", 
!!J.d. 0/ frudom; it ;s .... id.nce nO! 01 any pe.fecriol! 01 freedom, but 
ratMr 01. ddccr in knowlnlg. 0" kind of ""ga.ion. For il lalw.y, la W 
cl.arly what was If ... and good, I should never ha •• to ddiberate .bout 
the righl judge men. o. choice; in thar COK. although I should be wholly 
lree. i, would be impos.ible 10. m ....... to be in a, .... 01 indiffen:rICe. 

From th .... conside •• riolls I ",rc.i •• th.t the power 01 willins which I 
rtCCivtd from Gnd is nO!, wMn conside.ed in itst"lf. the cau ... of mr 
mist.k,,; 10. it il both extremely .mpl. and al", I"riC'Cl of ilS kind. Nor 
is my pow .. of undem.nding to blame; for .;n« my uncltrstandins 
comes from Gnd, evtfy,hing ,hat I undefSt.nd I undollb'edly undtrs.and 
cor.ectly, and any rrror he.e i$ impos.ible. So whO! ,hm i. ,he sou," of 
my mistak •• ? It must be simply thi" the >rope of.M will is wider Ih.n 
that 01 Ihe ;nlol1eC!; but inste.d 01 ... ,riering it within the lame limilS, I 
. xtend its Ust to mane .. wh ich I do not understand. Sin« the will is 



.' 
indifferent in IlIrn cases, il cuily IlIrnl aside from Whal is .rue and good, 
and this is the source of my error and I;n. 

for cxample, durinSlhex pa.t It .... day. r have bttn ukiDg wlt.rh.r 
anything in 1M world exists, and I have ",alized thaI from ,h. very bCI of 
my rai.ing lhili question il follows quite evidently .hal l nill. [could 001 
bUI iud~ thai something which I unlkmood so cindy lOla> truc; but this 
was IlOl bcc'UK I w al compdlcd so 10 judge by any ex .. ,n.] lo«c, bUI 59 
beauoc. "",,]igh' in th. inrdlw was foliowN by. grea, indination in 
1M win, and thus ,h. 'pont,neity and frttdom of my brlief wU .11,1.. 
""ate. in p.oponio" to my lock of indiffcrcna. 8U1 now, besides Ih. 
knowkd8(' that I exiS(, in so lar as J am a thinking Ihing, an idn of 
corporeal nalUre comes inlo my mind; and I happm to be in doubt as 10 
whe,h.r the Ihinking nalur. wh ich i. in ""'. or nth., which [ am, is 
distincr from this corpo~al natU~ OT idenTical WiTh iT. I ~m making the 
further supposition that my intellect has OOt yct COnK upon any 
I"'l'$ua,ive rUSOn in favour of one .hemarive ratMr than the oth.r. This 
obviously implin that I am indiff.rent as to whether I should assert or 
deny either alternative, or indeN rdrain from making any judgement on 
the maner. 

What is mo~. Ihi. indiff.~n.c. do .. n<M nK~ly apply to cases when 
the intcllect il wholly ignorant, but extends in ~n.crallo ev.ry 10 .... whln 
the in tcllect does no! have sufficiently cl.ar knowltdge a •• he tim. when 
the will deliberates. For although probable coni«turn may pull m. in 
one dirtClion, the nKn knowledge that they are simply conieaum, and 
no! ecru;n and indubitable reasons, is itself quite enough to push my 
u .. ot I'" <MMr way. My fXl"'rience in th. last few days confirm. this: 
the mer. faa that I found tnat all my previous belie& """n in some sen .. 
open to doubt was enough to turn my absolutely confident belid in th.ir 
truth into lhe: lupposition that th.y """n wholly fal ... 

If, ho\WVCt, I .imply refrain Irom making a judgtnKm in cases wh. r.1 
do notl"'reeiv. th.truth with .ufficient clarity and distinctn ... , th .... it i. 
dear that I am behaving corrtClly and uoidingtrror. But il in such cases 
I eith ... affirm or deny, then I am n<M u.ing my ft« will corl«tly. If I go 60 
for . ... al.erna.iw which ;. lal .... h.n obviouily I .hall be in . rror: if I 
lake.he <M"'r lide, t"'n i.;. by pII~ chanec that I arrivc at .h •• ru.h, and 
I , hall lIill be al fault ,in," it is cI.ar by tM natural light that rh. 
I"'fCept:ion 01 thc intell ... should alwaYI pr«edc: , ... dntrmination of the 
will. In .h i, incorrect u .. of IT« will may be found .h. privation which 
conl,irut .. the essence o f error. The privation, I ... y, Ii(s in .h. ol"'ralion 
01 1M will in SO for II il proceeds from nK, bu. not in .h. faculty of will 
which I ~cciv.d from God, nor .veo io its ol"'rarion, in so far as i. 
del"'nd, o n him. 

,. 



And I have 1>0 cause for complaint on Ih. grounds lhat 1M power of 
understanding Or Ih. naturallighl wh ich God gave me is no guar..r than 
it i.; lor it i. in tM nature of a finir.. intelkct 10 lack undem.nding of 
many Ihingo, .nd it i, in the nalure of a cre.ted intellm 10 ~ 6nile. 
Ind«<!, I have reaSOn to give thanks 10 him who has nenr o~ me 
anything for the g"'aI bounty thai he has shown me, r.tMr lhan thinking 
myself deprived Or robbed of any gift. h.c: did not bnIOW. ' 

Nor do I have any ClOuse for compl.inl on th.c: grounds Ihat God Kav. 
me a will whid, .xtend. rna", widely Ihan my intellm. for Ii"", tM will 
oon.illS simply of One Ihing which is. ao il we",. indivi,ible. il s«ms Ihal 
ill nalu", rul ... OtIt 1M poosibilily of .nYlhing being t.ken away from il. 
And lu re1 y. Ihe mo'" widely my will ntends. lhen Ih. greater Ih.nks I 
owe 10 him who gave il to me. 

finally, I mu§l nol complain IhOl Ihe forming of IIHm .eli of will or 
juds.men" in which I go wrong h.ppens wilh God', concurr.na. for in 
so fOf .s th....,.m """"nd on God. they ar. wholly."", and good; and 
my abililY 10 perform Ihem mean. Ihallh.", i. in a KnK more perfccrion 
in me Ih.n would ~ the n .. if II.cked .hil ability. As for 1M privation 

61 involnd _ which i •• ll lhat lhe .... nli.1 definition of f.l,ity .nd wrong 
con,i." in - Ih i. don not in any way requi", 1M COI>CUm:"", of God, 
lince i. i. no' • Ihing; indr.d, when i. i. rofur..! 10 God as i15 ,au ... il 
,hould ~ called rIOI a privation but .imply a negalion.' for il i, surely no 
imperfeaion in God Ihal he hao given me the fr~m 10 .... nl or not 10 
as .. nl in Il>oseca ... wh ... M did not endow my inldkct with. cI .... nd 
diotinct perco:plion; bu. il is undoubl..!ly .n imperkaion in me 10 
mi.use Ihat frttdom and m.ke judgements aboul man.n which] do IIOf 

fully understand. I can .... , I>ow.ver. th.1 God could .asi]y have broughl 
if aboul Ih01 wilhout losing my I_dom. and despite 1M limitation. in 
my knowledg •• I should nonethel ... never make a mistak •. H. could, for 
example, have endow..! my int.llect wilh a dear and dit1il'lCl perttption 
of everything abou! which I was ever likdy 10 deli~r'l'; Or .... ro..ld 
simply have impresud it unfor •• trably on my ""'mory lhat ] should 
never make a judgemenl .boul .nything whid! ] did not dearly and 
dillinctly unde""nd. H.d God made me lhi, way, lMn ] can .. sily 
understand that, ron.ide",d ... lorality.) ] would have bttn more 
perfm lhan I am now. But I cannot therefo", deny th.t tl>ere may in 
lOme w. y be more perkction in 1M univ .... as a whole beau .. som. of 

, ._ . ........ d", ........ ; ........ niw< • ''-'IIn ., .. I ....... """ Ior.-..I .. 01.. '" 
."juuI,....nt.heId. "" orIwr palo";.,,,. whid.'" <i;.d '"",; .. .... (ffftldl _ I . 

• •.. • ....dn>t.oc!ina ............. ;" o<ro<d.o_,.;m odIoI.oric ....... (odded ;" fm><h 

""""'1· 
) .. .. .. if """ ... ,. 0lIl,..,...., I.""',.".,.y· loddtd;" FI<n<h YHIiaooI. 
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its parts are nol immull<' from error, while olhen are immull<', than lhere 
wOlild bf: if all 1M pam were exaaly alike, And I have no rilhl ro 
wmpl.in thll th. role: God wi.hed m. to un«n.ke in th. world i. I>Ot 
Ih. principal 011<' Or the rno6t perieCI of all, 

Whll i. mo.e, ~n if I have no powe. to avoid error in tM 6nt w.y 
jUil mentioned, which requi.es a de" per«prion of nerything I have to 
delibf:rate on, I an avoid errOr in the sc:rond way, which depends merely " 
on my .emembering 10 wilhhold judgemc:nt on any occuion whcn tM 
truth of Ihe mane. i. nO{ cl.a •. Admittedly, I am aware of a artain 
wcakM,s in mc:, in thll I am unable 10 kcep my at'cntion fix.d on one 
.nd 1M um. i'em of know~ 11 all lim .. ; bUI hy .nenllve and 
repe.,ed mc:dicalion I am ....... rtMkn able ro make myself remc:m~' il 
il$ ohm as the need arises, and thus ~t inro tM habit of avoiding error. 

II is here Ihal m.n'. gna1n1 and m05t import.nt per~ is 10 bf: 
found, and I therefore think Ihat today'. medication, involving an 
inv .. riJation in10 Ihe caUK of .nor .nd falsily, bl$ h«n very pro61' 
.bk. 1M ClUK of error musl lurely bf: 1M one I have explained; for if, 
wheMvt:r I have to make a judgemenl, I • ..uain my will 50 Ihll it 
exlend. to what th. intellect clearly .nd diilinctly reveals, and no furthe:r, 
tbm il i. quite impossible for me 10 go wrong. ilIi. i. because ~ry clear 
Ind di.tinct pcr~ion i, undoubtedly somerhing,' and hma: cannol 
corm from n<Xhing. but mUil II<'«Io5.rily have God for in authof. 11$ 
.uthor, I uy, i. God, who is .up ....... ly perfl:ct, and who cann<X be • 
dccciyC"f on pain of CIIfItradiction; hence the perceplion is undoubtedly 
lrue. So today I have learned 1101 only what ptKautions 10 like to avoid 
~t going wtong. bUI al.o what to do 10 arri~ J11M truth. for I.hall 
unquestionably reach the: ttuth, if only [giv. sufficient anmtion ro .11 1M 
thillJl which I petftctJy understand, and sept .... these from alilhe other 
c.a.ses w!oeft my appreh.nsion il more Cllflfused and OOlCUft. And thil i. 
jllil what I shall fI~ good are 10 do from now on. 



" fIFTH MEDITATION 

Th~ /lsunC/l of material thingl, and the existence of God 
considered Q second time 

Th~,e are ma~y malt.n wh ich rema in 10 be inv .. ri8"'cd concernin& 1M 
anribu.es 0/ God and 'M nalur. 0/ myself, or my mind; and p<'rhaps I 
shall •• kc these up al ano,h.r I;IM. SUI now that I have.etn what 10 do 
and whll co 'void in order 10 reach ,h. truth, ,h. most pressing task 
.. em. 10 be to Iry to oseapt' from .h. doubu into which I f.1I a few days 
'&0, and IOU whe,h.r any urta;nty can be .,hiev..! ~8"rding malm.l 
objcCl •. 

But befo •• I jnqu;~ whether any sum things .~il1 O\loilk me, I must 
con.i.k •• he iM" 0/ .h .... ,lIingo, in .." fa, as .hey u ;S! in my ,housh', 
and >« which 0/ them arc d istinct, and which confuKd. 

Quamity, /0' exampk, or 'cominuou' quantity as the pbilOKlphcr. 
rommonly call ;t, is !.Omt"lhing [ dil1irlCtly imagir.r. That is, I dif1inctiy 
imagi~ 1M eX'ellSion of the quantity (0 ' .atht. of tM .hing which is 
quanti~ed) in length, b.udth and depth. I al50 e1!umuatf vuious pam 
of 1M thing, and '0 .hat partl I aflign various .iz<f. oha~ .. pooi!ion. 
and local lIlO'Iionl; and .0 .he mo.ionl I ulign variou. du.a.ion •. 

NOl only a.e all these things very well known and tunsparenl .0 me 
when rtprdtd in this geberal way, but in acldition thmo are CO\U1t1as 
particular fCIlIU<f regarding lhapcs, number, motion and 50 on, which i 
pcruivc when I give !:hem my attention. And the truth of t:hcst !tUm .. is 

64 so o~n and 50 much in harmony wilh my nt!u.e, thaI on ~m 
diKOvt.ing thtm it .... m.that l am nol5O much In.ning SOfMlhing_ 
a. n.membering .... hl! I knew befo.t; Or il .... mllike noticing fw the ~m 
time thinp which were long prCKn ..... i.hin me although thad Mvcr 
fumed my memal gllle on them before. 

Bu. I think .he II>05t important consideration at .hi, point is that i find 
.... i,hin me rountins ideas of things which "en though they may not n il! 
any .... Mre OII .. ide mt "ill ca nnOf be coiled nothing; for although in a 
KnK they can be thought of at .... ill, they are not my invemion but have 
Ihei. o .... n true and immutable natU'<f. When, /0' eumple, t imagine a 



Fifth Meditation 

lrianlk, even if perhps no ,Ud! fiJl're exiSTs, or has nrr ,""i.~. 
an)"l>'Mu OUlSidt my Ihoughl. Ihere is still. dc1.nnin.l. natuu. or 
eamer, or form of Ih. uiangl. whi~h n immu .. bl •• nd .t.rnal, an.! no! 
inven!w by m<: or .!epe:ndml on my min.!. Thn is clear from tM fact Ihal 
variou. properritl can be w,rnQnSlralw of the Triangl •• for exampl. thaI 
ilS Ih~ angl" tqual Iwo risht angln, that il> grea"O! sid. sub"n.!. ilS 
IU.1n1 angle, and tM like; .nd li"'e Ihtle prope:rti" are onn whieh [ 
now clearly recognize whether [ waOllo 01 nOl' ...... n if J ...... r thousht of 
lhem al all when J puv;ouI[y imaginwlh. tri.ng[., il fo[lows thallhey 
cannol have been inven".! by m •. 

lt would be bnid.Th. point for me to oay That since I h.v. from lime 10 
tim<: ...,n bodi .. of lriangu[ar shape:, Ihe id.a of 1M lriangle may have 
come ro .... from .... ttrna[ things by mean. of the sense organ •. For I can 
Ihink up round«s OI'h., Ihap" which th ... can be no suspicion of my 
ever having .ncount.R1f Ihroush the sen,". and yt1 1 can demon",al' 'S 
various prope:rti« of Ih .... hpc:s. ju" as [ can with the triangle. All these 
properties are ernainly true, Ii"". I am clearly awan: of IMm, and 
lI.erdon: they an: SOlM'lning. and not me .. ly nothin,; for il i. obvious 
Ihal what.ver il true il somelhing; and I have aln:I.!y Imply d.mon· 
man:.! Ihaleverylhing of which I am d.arly aware is Irue. And even i/ I 
ha.! not demonmaled this. Ihe nature of my mind is such Ihlt I cannol 
bUI a.sent 10 Ihese Ihings, 11 lUll SO long as I ckarly pe:n:eivethem. 1 also 
r.member Ihat ..... n be/on:, when I was rompler.ly pr(OCCUpied with th. 
objects 0/ lhe senSCI, [alw.ys held lhallh. mosl anain lfUlhsof all ... ~n: 
the kind whid! I recosniznl clearly in ronneaion with shIpes, Or 
numbers 01 other item. n:lating to ariThlM'li. or geomrlry, Or in ,encnl 
10 pun: and abstract mathematia. 

Bul i/ Ihe men: fact Ihal I can produa from my thousht Ihe idea 0/ 
som.,hing entails Ihat .verylhing which I dearly and distinctly perceive 
10 belong to Ihlt thing .. ally.!on belonltO il. il not this a poslible bali. 
for anoth. r argument 10 prove Ih. uist.rt« of God? Unainly. 1M idel 
o/God, Or a l upn:mely pet/m being. il on~ w~ich I fin.! wilhin mt i"" a. 
w,.ly as th. idea of any shape: 0. number. An'! my un'!emandinllhll it 
belong • • o hi. na.un: that he alway. ni,,,t il no k<1 dur and '!il1inct 
than illhe case when I prove of .ny ,hape: or number Ih~1 OOme property 
belonl' 10;11 nllUre. Hen«. even if il lurned oul Ihal not ev.rylhinl on 
wbich I bave meditated in Ihese pan da}'1 i, true. [oughl slill 10 ..... r.! 
1M e"i'le"", of God u hiving al I •• " 1M ume Itvel of errtainry as [ 66 
ha ... hilMrtO att ributed to Ih. truth. of malMmaria.' 

AI first sisht, tt.o ..... v.r. Ihi. is not Iranspar.ndy cleor, bUI hal $0 .... 

, •... ",... omIoI , ..d <1<"",1 .. ;U<o\tt Mbp.o 1m ..... ". If ,""", ........ 1· 
• '. _ ... hod! , .... ,," only fiprn.nd "~mb<n' 1..kI<d;" f _ ... ;,,,). 
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" M~dilal;cms on First Philo.oph.,. 

appearance 01 bt-ing a sophism. Sinct' I have bt-en a«uslomcd fa 

distinguish b.trween e~iS1ttle<: and nS(nct in eYtlYlhing fl~. J find i1 nsy 
10 p"rsua<k my ... lf rhal CJli.ltllCC can also be. s.<parared from 1M essence 
a/God, and hellCo that God can be thought o f as 001 exini"g. Bur WM" I 
alnunl .. !. more "".fully. it ;s quite evidem thaI cxis'e",.., ClIn no mo •• 
be. ... paraled from Ih. esSoona: of God tho" lh. fact that its three angles 
equal fWD right angles can be. separated from Ih. nsmC\' 0/ a triangle, or 
than ,h. idea of a mountain can be """,.art'll from 1M idta 0/ a ... alley. 
Hence it i. jUIi II much 0/ a contradiction 10 think 0/ God (m al i ... 
supremely perfcct being) lac king OKistc""" lthat i., lack ing a perfection), 
as ;1 is 10 think 0/. moumain without a valley. 
Ho~v.r, ("<en gr.n/Wlh.,. canool1hink of God ex«pl as exi>!in" 

just as [cannOf think 0/ a moumain without a valley. it «"ainly docs nol 
follow from .he lact .h .. I .hink 01 a moun.ain wilh a v.lley rhllhere is 
.ny mount.in in rk world; and similarly, it docs 110' s«m to follow from 
th( 1'0 thar I think of God as existing that he docs eX;SI. for my thought 
Jon not im]>O$t' any n<"«5si.y on things; an<l JUSt 0$ I may imagine • 
winged horse (ven lhough no ho'K has winp, so I may bt abk 10 anaeh 
exillen« .0 God evtn .hough no God nisu. 

But .h •• t is. sophism con«.led htrt. From th. fact th.t [anno •• hink 
of. mount.in w;.hou, ••• lIey. il do .. no< lollow ,hal, mountain and 

'7 valky exist anywhe.e, bu. simply ,hat a mountain and a valley, whtthe. 
th.y oxist o . no, •• ~ mutually inKparabk. 8m f.om .h. lao ,hat I 
canno, think of God U,~t as niSling, i. foUows .hat ex;sttu« is 
i~arabl. from God, and hen« tha, h. ~ally txists. h is not that my 
.hought mak .. it so. or imposes any necnsity on any th ing; on the 
cont •• I')'. il ;1 th. n« ... ily of ,h. thing itKI/. n"mdy the existen« of 
God ..... hich de.ermin .. my thinking in .h;, ttspeo. For [am nOl fr~'o 
think of God .... ithout nimn« (Ih.t il ••• uprtmtly perl«! being 
without a sup.tme perf..aion) ao I .m 1= fO imagi ... a hone with Or 
without .... ;ngs. 

And ;t must not bt obj«l.d al thi, point that whik it il indtcd 
... cessal'}' for me to sup]>O$t' God nim. onee I have made the IUpp<»itiOll 
tho, he hn all perf..aiolll (s;n« ex;stenc. ;1 OM 01 the perf«tions), 
... venhelns th. o.iginal supposi tion was nOl ... ensal'}'. Similarly, tM 
obj«tion would .un, il is 110, ... cessary for mt ,0 think th., all 
"u.d.il"ttrals can bt inscribtd in a cirde; but given this supposition. it 
will bt lI«t5sary for m. to adm; •• h,u • rhombUI an be inscr;bt<i in a 
circlf, _ which is pa.cntly biK. No .... admittedly, it is no. 11« .. 101'}' .hl I 
eVtr light upon any thought 01 God; but .... h ..... ""r I do choose to think 01 
th. fim and supreme: being. and bring forth th. idea of God from th. 
treasure house of my mind as i • ...... t. i. ;s ... ensol'}' .ha. I alltibut. all 
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perfccrions to him, ~ven if] do no! at that tim~ ('IIUlMrate Ihem or .lUnd 
to tMm individually. And Ihis necenity plainly su,r.nlee5 dill, who... I 
laler realize th.t ... iJlcnu is. pel/cction, ] .m correct in infcrrins doat 
tM lirll and luprelM heins ... islS. ln the ""1M way, it il nor ncccuaty for 
1M ever 10 imasine a triangk: bUI wbcncver ] do wish to wruidc:. a 
rectilinear Ii",.e havins juS! three angles, it is nccu""ry th .. I utriblll( 10 
it tM propntin whic:h license tM inlum~ that ilS Ihrtt an&ies eqWlI no " 
more than two right anglrs, even if] do nor norice Ihis at tM rime. By 
contrast, wh('ll] examine whll 6gurcs an be inscribed in a circle, it B in 
no way ncccruty for ..... to Ihink Ih .. this dass includes all quadrilater-
.Is. Inden!, ] cann," t'Ietl imagine mis, so long as J am willins to admit 
only what I clearly and distinctly understand. So tMU is I greal 
difftrm« between Ihis kind of fal", supposition and t:hc true ideas wru.:h 
arc innate in 1M, of whim the first and mOlt important is the idea of God. 
Then: arc many ways in whim ] undf:rstand thaI Ih il idf:a is nor 
oomcthins fictiliou. whim is dependent on my lloou&hl, but is an imase 
of. true and immutable nature. First 01 all, Ihere ilthe fact Ih.t, .pan 
from God, mere is nothins else of which I am capable of IbinkinS NCb 
thaI exislm« belonp' 10 its tH(1Iu. Second, I cannor un.xrltand how 
tMre ro\Ild he two or more GodJ of this kind: and a,"t supposins that 
...... God exists, I plainly s« Iba. it is nccesury th.t he has ui.U<! from 
mmity and will .bi.x for eternity. And finally, I petttin many other 
attributes of God, none of which I an remove or Iher. 

Bul whalcwr 1M!hod of proof I use, I am always brought ban to the 
bct that il i. only what] clurly and distinctly peruive thl! completely 
f;OIIVin«S mc. Some of In. Ihinp I clearly and disrinc:dy perceive al1: 
obvious to entyooe, while ,"hers are diKOyued only by ,bOK who look 
IfMKC dO$~y and inv"lisat~ more tal1:fully; but once they han been 
discovered, the laner arc judsed 10 be just as ~rt.in "Ihe fOflMr. ln the 
c:ase of a riskl·ansted triangle, for uamp]e, lhe flct thll the oquare on 6, 
lbe hypocenuse is ~u.1 to the oquarc on the other two lides i. not 10 

readily appU('II1 as the fact thlt lhe hypot .... IIK IUbtendS 1M I .. SCSI 
.nsJe; btll on« OM has Iftn iI, one bel~vn it JUM as stmnsly. BUI as 
rqaro. God, if I Wc", nor overwhelmed by pr«nnai~td apmions,.nd if 
tM ima~1 of mi"" pcrc:ti .. td by ,he senses did nor bnieF my """'sht 
on enry side:, I would a:nainly IlCk_led~ him sooncr.nd mol1: easily 
man an"hins dK. for whIt is more self<Yide:nt Iban lhe fact that t:hc 
suprelM heins CXiMS, or that God, to whose esH"l!« .Ione uisltn« 
btIonp,' exim? 

, ' . .. "."....rily b&l .. ",·lfrmd. .. ";""1. 
I ' . . • do ........ 01 .'-" .Ione _'1' and .-...1 <>I:M' .... is , .. , ...... .r IF""",, 

", . 'I. 
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Although it nttdM dow .nent;on lor me !O pc=;v~ Ihi., I am now 

ius. n "n,in of it as I am o f ",·c.Ylhing .I ... which appears m<>5! «n.in. 
And whO! i. more, I K'< ,h.1 the «M.inly of.1I OIh" things Ikpcr>d. on 
this, SO .hal without i, nothing can rver be ptrimly known. 

Admittedly my n.lur. i. such th.t!iO lonl'" J pc.ceiv. something v.ry 
ckarly and di,.innly I c.nn01 but believe it [0 bc ,=. Bur m)' n .. ur. i, 
.Iso such ,h.l I cannot ~K my tntnt.) vision continually on the urn. 
Ihinl. so '$ 10 k..,p pc.«iving it dea rly ; and often 1be ..... mory of '" 
previously m.do: iudgemen. may come b.ck. when 1 am no long •• 
• flending 10 the •• gumtfllS which led me 10 m.ke il. And SO other 
"gum...,,, con now OCCur to "'" wh ich might cuily undermine my 
opinion, if [w.~ unaware of God; and J should thus nr.'(r have true and 
""n. in knowledge .bolll anything, but only .hifring and changeable opin­
ions. For example, when I consider the nature of a triangle, it appean 
mosl evidenl to me:, llcepe<! u I am in Ihe principles o f geometry, that its 
three angles are equal to tWO right angles; and $0 long as I attend to the 

70 proof, l canno< bUI bdieve .hi, to be (fU'. Boo a .. oon a, 1 .um my mind's 
eye away from the proof, .hen in spile of IIill remembering that [ pe" 
ceived it vcry cka rly, 1 can easily fall in to doub. abom il' .ruth, if I am un­
awa..., of God. For I can convin.., my,..lf thaI 1 hav. a na.ural di.poo;lion 
to go wrong from tim. to lime: in maners which l lhink [pe""'i~c u e.i­
dently as can be. This "'ill ,...,m even more likely when I ...,member Ihat 
there have been frequent cases where J have regarded things as lrue and 
tertain, but have later been I"" by other argume:nlJ 10 judge Ihem 10 be 
bl,... 

Now, however, [ha •• ptr.cived lha, God exin .. and allM ume ,ime I 
have unders,ood ,ha! everything ,I ... dopcnds on him, and thaI he i. no 
do..,iv .. ;.M [h •• , drawn ,hc conclusion ,hat everything "'hich I clearly 
and disrinctly ptr..,ive i. 01 n"ce".ily (fue . Accordingly, even if lam no 
longer mending to the arguments which led me to judge that Ihis i. true, 
II long as I remember that I dearly and dil1inclly ptrmved il. Ihere are 
no counrcr ·atgum.ntS which can N addu«d to mah me: doubl iI, but 
on th •• ontrary I ha •• true and tenain knowledge o f il. And I have 
knowlnigr nol juST of ,h i. maller, but of all malic .. ",hich I remember 
c' .. cr having demon."atni, in gromrtry and so on. For whal ob)ection. 
can now N rai.w?' Tha •• hc way I am mado makes me prone '0 frequent 
e"or? BUI [now know Ihal I am incapable of e"Of in Ih .... cases where 
my undorstanding i.tr.nlpa remly clcar. Or con;t be obj~tcd that I have 
in the past regarded as "ue and certain many things which I ah.rward. 
,~ogni.ed to be rol .. ? But nonc of th ... we .. things which I ckarly and 

, .... __ .. ' Ifrrn<h ><, .. onl . 
• •... ro obi", mr'" <.11 til<>< m."," '",0 doub<' I.dd«! ,n Frmch V<IIion ). 
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distin<:dy pno;cived: I was i"",rant of Ihis rule for <:flablishinl the truth, 
and Mlicved lhese Ihinp for OIM. ~asons which I lalCr discovered 10 M 
leu reliabl~. So what ill~ft 10 say? Can on~ ",ise Ih. obi«tion I pUI 10 
myRl' a while '1<>, Ihll ] may M dreamin" or Ihll overythillJ which ] 
am now thinkinl has •• linle lrulh as whal c:omcs 10 the mind of one wbo 
is asleep? Yet even this docs nol chan .. any!hinl- For even thouJh 1 ,I 
miJht M dreaminl' if there is ,nythinl which is ovi<knt to my imdl«!, 
IMn il;s wholly lrue. 

Thwlsu plainly Ihat Ihe <:enainty and lrulh of all knowled .. depend. 
wtiquelyon my awareness of the lru. God., 10 sudl an alml dllll] """ in­
capabl. of IXrfea knowled ... boullnytbinl elK until] becalm aWlTe of 
him. And noW;1 il possibl. for 1m 10 achien full and cen';n knowled .. 
of WIIndcq m'"en, both concerninl God himself and other things 
whox narure il inlCUCClu,., and .Iso conccrnins Ihe wbole of Ihll corpo­
real naru.rc whid! is the sub~·matlCr of pure .... thcmatiQ.' 

t ' , .. ..... oJoooon«rninatlhnp...t.idl bdonl "' .. , ...... 1 ..... «;" 10 Ia, •• it .. n ...... 
.. .... ~ of ,.., . .. ,riaI &"""' .... rion ... hido h ... "" ii' wj,h .. hcchtr tto.o, 
oIoojo<t .. ion' If.....:!o 1'<"I"1ioftJ. 

• 



SIXTH MEDITATION 

The existence of material thing.!, and the 
real distinction between mind and body' 

It r~main. 1m me 10 examine: .... ·he.her materi.1 .hings . xin, And al 1.01,1 
now know ,h~y 3~ ,apable of exi.ling. in 00 far as .hty are ,h~ 

.ubj«.-m'I!e. of pure malhtm •• ics, ,inu I ~=iv • • hem durly and 
di.rinctly. for Ihtre i, no do-ubl Iha. God il capable of ,ruling 
C'o'erylhing Ihat I am capabl. of ~.uiving in 'his manne,; and I have 
Mve, judged Iha. oome.hing could no, Ix made by him exup' on ,he 
ground. 'hat ,he.e would be: • contrad iction in my ~.aiYing i, 
di"inClly. Th. rondusion Ihat m'lerial,hings exi .. i •• 100 .ugge$led by 
'he faculty of imagination. which I am .ware of using wh.n I 'urn my 
mind '0 ma'e,i.l .hing •. for ,..hon J give mOre a"enlive con.ide •• ,i"" '0 

71 .... hat im.gin"ion is, il 5«m. '0 be no,hing d.., bu, an application of ,he 
cogni'ive faculty to. body .... ·hich is in' im .... y p,-...,n, '0 it, and .... hich 
Iherdo.e exi .... 

To m.h ,his d ... , J .... ill tim examine ,h. differ.nce bot ...... n 
imagin.tion and pUt. und .... anding. When I imagine a tn.ngl., for 
exampl., [do no, m.r"y understand Ih .. il i, . figun bounded by th,« 
Ii .... , bu, at 'he um. ,ime l al ... ..., Ihe thr ... lin., wi,h my mind', rye Of 

if they were pr ... n, be:fore me; and Ihis is .... har I call imagining. BUI if I 
wan' 10 Ihink of • ,hili.gon, although I und ..... nd Ih .. il i. a figu .. 
con.i"ing of a thousand sidn jU5I a ...... Il •• I und.m.nd 'M tnangk '0 
be: • Ih .... ·.idtd figu .. , [ do nOt in ,he .ame ..... y imagine: Ihe IlIou .. nd 
.ide. or..., Ih.m as if ,hey W.'. p .... nt Ixfore me. It;. 'rue 'hat .incc: I 
am in the h.bi, of im.gining oom"hing .... h.n.ver l'hink of a rorpore.l 
,hing, I may conmuct in my mind a confused rrprnentafion of """" 
figure; bUI if i. dear th .. ,hi. i, no, a chi liagon. For i, diif(<s in no way 
f.om ,h •• epresentation I.hould form if J ........ ,hinking of a mynagon, Or 
any figure wi,h Y(f'/ many .id«. Mortover, such a reprnema,ion is 
u..,[n. for ""'osni,ing ,he pro~rti<s .... hich di.ringui.h a chili . g"" from 
olh ... polygon •. BUI mppose I am <k.ling wilh a ~n!agon, I can of 

, __ "",'Wet,, .......... 1 .nd body of • m.n· (F!ftI<h -"""1_ 

" 



,. 
(OI,ltle IlnooXntand 1M fil"n of. pnua,on. ii'" at I Un ,he fi ... ~ of a 
dU!i.o .... without tM help of me, imasinalion; but I can .1.0 imap ... a 
pentlp. by .wlyins my mind', ty~ ' 0 its Ii", .ida Ind 1M ....... 
_.liftfC! wilkin chern. And in doinl ,h ;s [ nocico: qllil~ dun, rut 
imqill&OOn re<jllil'Cll • protliar dfort of mind which is no! mjuir!'d for 1) 

"ndem.ndin,: mis additional dJo" of mind clearly ohow, .... dilfnma: 
botw .. " ,m'&ination and pure IIndullanelin" 

Bnidcll Ihis, I coosMkr that Ihi. po_r of imagining which i. in .... , 
dithri",", it don from the power of un<kn •• ndinl. is 1IOf. nccnury 
tonllitu(nl of my own esscn~, ,hal iI, of Ihe "":1>« of my mind. For if r 
llckrd '1, l .hO\lld unOOubtrdly ",main Ihe Urnt individual II I now 1m; 
from which it I«mIIO follow thai i, ""~ds on iOmnhin, dinina from 
m, .. If, And I ClIn ulily IIndonllnd thl', if 11K ... don uisllOmc body 10 
which ,he mind ;. so joined that i, an apply iuclf .o contemplate it, I. i, 
we",. whmnff ;, pluKS, thm it ml, possibly bt thi. wny body ma. 
mablft me 10 imagiM roopor-eal thinp. So lhe di!lc""," ~wmltbis 
moock 01 thinkina.nd pun undemandins ma, 'imply be this: wllm tilt 
mind undent.nds, it in torn( w.y ,urns towards itlell and irup«ts 0f>I' of 
tilt iOrl5 ..... icb.1l' witbin il; but ... 1Im i, im.ginn, ;"urns lowards tilt 
body and look, II JOmtfhing in .be body ..... ich conforms 10 In iOr. 
undentood by 1M mind or "",eei.ed by.M 1CftM't. r tan, II r "'y, cuily 
undon .. nd ,b."b" ;. l'Iow ;m.gin.lion romn aboUI , if Ibe body ui,,,,: 
and .ince IMre is no orher «ruall, .uilable w.y of upl.ining ;magin.rion 
Ih •• comn to mind, I an m.ke a prolnble coniKlUre Ih •• 1M body 
exi.". 8U11hil is only. prob.bility; Ind despile. ("dul .nd comp«· 
Mn.ive 'n.ellil";on, I do not 1(1 Stt how ,he dilliner ilk, of corporc.1 
nllUIl' which I find ;n my im'gina.ion can pro.iIk .ny b •• i. for a 
necnury 'nference .hll 1Oft"I( body uim. 

Bul bnida dill a ... po.ul nltun wh ich i • • he lubj«t·mlll(1" 01 pUll' 74 
ma.bmoaria, th..re ;. much die that I habilUllly ;m'clM, luch 15 
ooIoun, IOUnd., Ullin., pain and 10 on - .houp. not" 10 diRinctiy. Now I 
pClaoire tlocx thinp much ~'(1" by _"nl 01 lhe ICf\tn, which;1 how, 
with 1M 'Alllance of tnemOI)', .hey Ippear 10 hl"« ruched doc 
imagination. So in ardor 10 M.I with .hem rn<m fully, I mllll p.ay tqUll 
.",",Iion 10 doc ,,",_.nd Stt whelbe. the thinp which all' pc:roo.ed by 
""' .... of Ibl1iT1O<k of Ibinking whi<:h I aoU·lentOry ",,'Ctp'ior!' prov;de 
_ wilh .ny luR .rgumml for .he niRm« of rol"J'O"'.l ,hinp. 

To begin wilh, I will go back ov(r .tlthe .binp which I previou,'y 
rook ro Ix ",,~ved by tM ""'_ .nd tKkOftl'd 10 be lrue; and I will go 
over my R.1On1 f01 ,hinking Ihil. Nex •• I will 1(1 OUI my 1t.lOn, for 
w,*qo.w:ntly calling thex Ihings ;n.o doub •. And ~na!ly I will ron,idcr 
wh .. [lloould now bel;e..( -tN'''! them. 



" 
M~d;I"I;O"S 0" first Philosoph,. 

First of aU then, J pcrctivN by my ~nses thai] had a hud, hands., l_ 
and Olhe. limbs m~king up the body which I ",girded ao pUI of mYKIf. 
or perhaps eY~n Ii my whol~ ~If. I altO perceived by my om .... ,hallhi, 
body wu situated among many oth~, bod~ whim could ./fCCI it ;n 
various byourabl~ or unf •• ounbk way.; and I g.u~d th. favourable 
effects by a ,../I ... ,ion of plrasu .e, and 1M unfavourabl. Of\tl by • 
sm,"lion o f pai n. In add ition to pa in and plu." ,.." I all<) had ..,nlations 
wjlhin me of hung •• , thine, and othe r such opp<1;"', and .1$(1 of physical 
propen.it i •• toward. chn.flll ...... , oad ..... , anger and limil., rmolions. 

1 S And ours;&. me, Midn th. exten,ion, , hap'" and """"oments of bodies, 
I al ... h.d ... nnlion. of Ibri. h.,dnes. and heat, and of 1M mho. tactile 
'1".1;1; ... In add ilion, I had ... nution. 0/ light, 0010.. ..... ,mdl" laot .. and 
oound" th~ vuiety of wh ich ~n.bl~ "'" to distingui,h the . ky, the unh, 
the .ns, and an OIMr bodi .. , 0 .... from onotMr. Con.i<kring 1M id~u of 
on tkK quol ili .. whi<:h p,~nt~ Ih.m..,l~n 10 my thought, although 
the i.xu ... ·n~, ",iCily ,peaking, the only imm~ia'e ob~. of my 
..,nOOl"}' owounn., it was not unr • .,on.bl. fo r m~ to th ink that Ih~ it~ms 
which I wo. peruiving through tM ""sc' w~u things quile distinCi from 
my thOUghl, n.mdy bodin which productd the ion,. Fo r my e"p"rienu 
wu that th .... idu. cam. to "'" quite without my con .. nt, 10 Ihat I could 
nol h.ve oeIllOry awaren ... of any obifl;l . • ven if I w.nl.d to, unlH. il 
was p ..... n' 10 my ..,n.., organs; .nd I cou ld not avoid h.ving ..,n..,ry 
aw.",nns of it when i, WOl pr~nt. And sinu ,he ide .. p"rceiY~ by 1M 
..,n ... were much mo relinly and vivid .nd ... en, in their o wn W'y, mo« 
distinct th.n any of those whim I dd ibera tel y formed through meditating 
01" whi.h I found impr .. ...! on my memory, it le<mN impo .. ible that 
'hcy Ihould have co"", from within mc; 10 1M only ah.rnativ. was tha, 
Iher ""me from mh .. thing •. Siner tM ...!e source of my kno .... kdae of 
tkK things wo. the idul them..,lve., the lupposilion th.t the Ihings 
,..,..,mbl~ the ide .. wu bound to occur to mo. In .ddilion, I ",membered 
'hat the uso of my SOn .... had come hfl!, whil. the uso o f my u.son C'R\( 
only I .. er; and I lOw th .. the idc~s which I forrM<l mysolf we<fe k., yivid 
than 1!>oK which I f"'''.iv~ wilh lhe .. n ... and we", for the most pan, 
made up o f clemenu o f ..,nsorf ide • •. In Ihis way I easily convinced 
my..,lf Ih.t I had noth ing".n in the intenrc\" which I had not previously 

;6 hd in ..,nulion. As for 'M body whidl by SOme . peci.1 ri&hl 1 call~ 
'mine', my bel ief th.! Ihi, body, more than any other, belonged 10 me had 
oomc justification. For I could .... ' ·. r be ..,parat~ from it, 0' I could from 
other bodi .. ; and I felt an my 'Pl"'I"itCl and emotions in, and on a"'OIInl 
of, lhis body: and linally, [was awue of pain and plco,urablclicldings in 
pOtU of thi. body, hut not in olher bodin e"t.rnal to it. But why should 
that C"UriollS sonsotion o f pa in give ri.., 10 • p.niculu dist,e.. of mind; Or 
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why .hould a ""nain kind "I delighl loll"w On a licklin, Knlllionl 
Again, why .l",uld Ihat C'U.iou. tugging in Ih ... "ma~h which I call 
hunger ~II _ Ihal I soould .at, or a dryness of the Ihroat I,ll _ IIJ 
d.ink, and SO on? I wn not ablt to give any npl.n.rion of att thi"n"",,1 
thai n.ru~ I~Ught 1m so. For Ih.~ is absolut.ly no conMCtion (a t l .. iI 
Ihl! J Can understand) between ,h. ,ugging sm.a,ion and Ih. decision to 
lak. lood, or brtween ,h, sensa,ion of something causing pain and the 
"",nlal apprehension <>1 dim .... lha, .n .... from ,hal senlliion. These 
and other judge"",nfO Iha, I m.de con""ming ..,nsory objects, I wu 
aPJ».rently uughtto m.ke by n.lUre; for I h.d al~.dy m.de up my mind 
Ihat Ihi. was how things we~, bcfo~ working OUI any .. gu_nrs to 
prove it. 

lot,. on, howevcr, I h.d many npniencrs which g.adu.tty und.r· 
mill<'d.n .h. failh I had h.d in til.. sen ..... Sometim .. lo~ .. which hid 
looked .ound from a dis"'.nc. appea .. d "'IU'" lrom cI"", up; and 
enormous lIalue. ,IOnding on th.ir pediments did nol seem la'lle when 
obser<cd f.om the g.ound. In Ihese lind countless other such cues, I 
found Ihatlhe judgements of Ihe exlemal .. n.." we.e mistlken. And this 
applied nOl: juS! 10 the n,.rnal sense. bUllO ,k inte.nal sensa .. well. 
For what can be. mo •• in!C.~1 ,h.n pain? And yet I had heard that'~ 77 
who h.d h.d a leg or an urn amputaled sometim .... itt seemed to fecI 
pain inlermitlently in ,he mi"inB pan of Ihe body. So even in my own 
case it WII apparently nOt qui •• ctrtain Ihat a panicular limb was 
huning, even if I felt p.in in il. To Ihtw fuson. for doubting. I recently 
added twO very general ones.' The ~m WIJ ,hat every sensory nperic-n"" 
I haveeve. tooughll wa. h.ving while aw.ke I can al>o think of myself a. 
somc1im .. hIving while llleep; .nd .ince r do nol believe that whal I 
Rom 10 pe.""iv. in ,Ieep ~om .. from thing. located oUllidt me, I did II<H 

I« why I should be any more inclined to believe thil of whal I think I 
peruivt while awake. The second reason for doubt was thu lin« I did 110C 
yet know the author of my being (or at least Wal pretend;,,! not to),I .. w 
nothing to ruJ. oul thc p!lMibiliry mil my MIUra] consritution made me 
prone to error even in mailers which xClllcd to me moot true. A. foe 
,he ",ason, 10. my p.~viou, confident belicl in Ihe lruth of the things 
perceived by the sen ..... I hId no (rouble in .ciulinB them. For , inee I 
Ipp .. ."dy had nalu,al imp~lsestoward. many Ihings whim ... son told 
me 10 avoid, 1 m:koned thll a great deal of con~dcnct 5hould not be 
pll«d in what I ""as tought by nllOre. And despirc Ihe fao til. .. ,he 
pcraption. 01 the senses we.e not dependent on my will, I did nOithink 
thlt I should on thar account infer thaI they ptoc«dcd from things 

1 O . M«I. I, . bo .. pp. 1)-' j. 
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di>1inct lrom myself, sina I might perhaps have . faculty not rn known 
10 "'" which product<! them, I 

But now, when I am bfginning to achieve a benet knowledge of mystll 
and the author 01 my being, .lthough J do not thinlo: I should hftdk .. ly 

78 accept everything J se-em to have acquired lrom tM sense., neither do J 
think th.t everything should bf called into doubt. 

First, I know that everything ,.,h ich I ckarly and distinctly undc:mand 
is capabk 01 oong anted by God so a. to correspond "",ctly with my 
understanding of it. Hen« the fact thaI J un cleatly and dininctly 
unckmand One thing apan lrom another is .nough to make me ",nain 
that the twO Ihings are distinct, since Ih~ a~ capable 01 oong separa tN, 
at IuS! by God. The quesrion of what kind of power is 'C<luired to bring 
about such, separation does not affect the judge"",,,, that the TWO things 
are distinct. Thus, simply by knowing that I nil! and ~ng altM s;lme 
time that .blDlulely nolhing eI.., belongs 10 my n"ure Or essc:ner excq>1 
that I am • thin king thing, J can infer correctly th.t my e....,nee consim 
sokly in the lact th.tl am a thinking thing.. It i. true that I may h.ve (Dr, 
to anticipale, that I ernainly h've) a body that i, very closely joined to 
me. But nevenheless, on lbe one h.nd I have a ckar and distinct idea of 
myself, in 00 far • • I am simply a thinking, non--cnendc:d thing; and on 
the O(her hand I have a di,tinC1 idea of body,' in so far .sthi. i. simply 
an utenckd, non·thinking Ihing. And accordingly. it is errtain that I' am 
really distinC1 from my body, .nd can e. ist without it. 

Beside. thi., I ~nd in myself faculties for ern.in special modes of 
thinking,' n.",.,]y imagination and senoory pcraprion. Now I can dearly 
and dininctlf undc:r"and mysc:l/ .. a wl>ole ,.,ith""llh..., f.culties; but I 
cannot, conversely, uncktll.nd these: faculties witl>out me, that is, 
without an inlellcC1ual substance 10 inhere in. This i. I>«.u ... Mrt is an 
intellectual.ct ineluded in their .... nli.1 definition;.nd bene. I pc.aive 
.hat .he distinction bet ... «n them . nd my..,lf co".spond. 10 the: diSTinc­
tion betw«n the modes of a Ihing and tM thing itself.' Of COUrse I also 
rtcogniu th O! thert art olher facul!ies (like those of ch.nging position, of 
taking on various shapn, and so on) which, like "'nsory pcrup.ion and 

7~ imagination, cannot M undeutood 'pa" from some 'UbstaIKf for tMm 

, O. M«L ",, ...... Po '7 . 
• n.. La .... «,m """" ............. Or 0...: . ...... ',::r-"" _ .... 'body' (i .•. 

coopoo,o.l m''''';" ....... 11 .M 'tho body' I;.', ,hi. p. ' .. bodJ 01,,"'1. n., f .. "", 
......... I"<""',,!l>< .m bia"i!)". 
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to inMrr in, and hm« cannot exill wilhout it. But it is dur Ih,t IhoeK 
otM. faculties, if IMY n:iSI, must be in a corporeal Or n:lcnckd lubsllna 
. IId nO'! '" ;nt(llenual one; for til( dear and diotinct (on«ption of IMm 
illducks extenlion, but don not include Illy ;lItell«tuII Ict wlta!$OXYu. 
Now Ih.rr is ill me a pauivt faculty of M'1I50ry ~r«priorI, th.1 is, , 
fatuity for umving and recogniIillg 1M i1kas of sensible objern; but I 
could not make UM' of il ulllesslMre was al.., an active laculty, .ither ill 
me or ill somethillg elM', which produced Or broughl aboul lhese ideas. 
Bul this faculty Clllnot be ill me. sill« clearly il presupposes 110 
int(IIenu.1 act on my part,! and tM idul ill question art prodo.Ke<l 
without my coopu.rion .nd often even .g.imt my will. So 1M only 
a1tt1T1ative is Ihat it is in aROlIIer SUMtan« distinct hom me - , 
substantt which contains either lormally Or emillently all the re.lity 
which exists objectively' in the ide .. produced by this faculty ( •• 1 have 
just ROIed). This IUMran« i. either a body, rhat ii, a corporeal II.ture, ill 
which o;ax it will contain lormally <.lId ill fact) .... rything which is to 

be found objectively <Ot represent.tively) in tM ideas; or elM' il is God, 
or some cre.ture more noble than a body, in which case it will COIII.in 
_inently wh"eYer is 10 be found in the ideas. But lina God i, 1I0OI a 
deceiver, il is quit( ckar Ihat M don IIOt ttanSmiltM ideas 10 me either 
directly from himself, o. indirectly, .i • ..,me crellute which ronllinl the 
objectiY. reality III 1M ide .. not formally bUI only eminently. fur God 
has given me lID f.culty at all for .ecognizing allY IUrn sou," for thoeK 
ideas; ontM COIItraty, he has given me. grr'l propensity 10 beli ... e Ih.t 80 
they are produced by rorpore.lthings . So I do IlOl S« how God could be 
ulldenlood to be anythillg bUI a Mceiver il Ihc ideas werr Iran,mined 
from a oour« other Ihall corporeal Ihings. II folio ..... thaI corporeal 
things exill. They may not all exiot in I way lhal .",cdy rornlpona. 
with my .."..,ry grasp of Ih.m, for in many COSCI the grasp of Ih. M'nK$ 
il very obscure and confused. But al IUlllh.y posonl all the properties 
which I clearly and distillctly undent.nd. that is, all Ihose which, vi~ed 
in F'f\(tlIl lumJ, are compriM'd wilhin Ihe lubject·ma(!(r of pure 
mathematics. 

WIlli of Ih~ ocher "pecn 0/ .orporeal {hinp which are ~ither 
particular (fo. e"'mpl~ that the Iun is of sum and sum. lizc or .ha~), 
or kss clearly understood, soch as light or oound Dr pain, and.., on? 
Dtspile the high degt« of do\abl alld un«nainty involved here, tM very 
fact Ihat God i.IIDI a deceivtr, and the consequent impossibiliry of rhere 
being any falsity ill my opinions which canlloOl be corr«tcd by some other 

, .... " "" .... br ia me in 10 for o. I om .,.,01, • Iloinkml 'hifl&, .... ;, do<s "'" 
__ • ..,. "-all, on .. y pon' If ....... ,"i . • )_ 
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b rulry supplied by God, off.rs 1M a sur<' hope thai I can llIain 1M tTUlh 
even in I~ ma"e ••. Indeed, ,h.,. i. no doubt!n.! "".,.Ihing .ha. I am 
ta uglu by na ,ure romain. .orne truth. For jf nalUr. is consid.r. d in its 
~"",al upta, th.n I andentand by .h. term oothing och.r than God 
him .. 1f, or ,h. o rdcrcd system of erealtd Ihinl' c$lahli. hed by GQd. And 
by my own nalur. in panicular I undent.nd nothing olh.r Ihan 'M 
totality of thinS' b..,tow.d on 1M by God. 

Th.r. i. nmhing ,h. , my own na,ure, •• ,h .. "'" mo", vi~idly ,loan that 
J have a body, .nd ,h •• when I 1«1 pain ,h ••• is J.Ome,hing wrong widl 
th. body. ond thai when l am hungry or ,hi .. ,y ,he body nct'd. food and 
drin k, .nd $(IOn. So I should nol doubt ,h'11he •• ;. SOIM truth in thi •. 

81 Nato ... Iso 'e.,he. om, by ,h= .. o.alions of pain, hunge'" thirst and 
so on, ,h., I am not mo,dy PI...,O' in my body ao a ..,ilo. il prH<m in a 
ship,' bu •• ha. I am very d05dy joined and .•• i ..... ere. in,e.mingled wi .h 
i •• "" .h .. I and .he body fo.m a uni •. II .hi .... ·e.e no."". I, who am 
oolhing bu. a .hinking .hing. would not lui pain when .h. body was 
hun. bu. would perceive .he damage purdy by .M in.elleC1, jUII at • 
$,:Iilor perceives by sigh. if any.hing in his ship i. broken. Similarly. wMn 
.he body nude<:! food o. d.ink, I should ha.e an explicit unders.anding 
of .h. faCl, in .... d 01 h.ving eon/u..,d ..,nu.iono 01 hunser and ,hirs •. 
FOf .hH< ... nu.ion, 01 hung.r •• hir," pain and .., on are 00.hin8 bu. 
ronfuKd mod .. of .hinking ... ·hieh a.i.., from ,h. unioo and, as;, Weft, 

intermingling of .he mi nd wi.h .h. body. 
I am al.., .augh. by na.ure th.t .arious OIhe. bodi .. ni$' in .h. vicinity 

0/ my body. and that some of th • .., are .... lit rough. OUI and oth,rs 
.voided. And from .he fact that I peraive by my ... n ... a gr ... vari •• y of 
colou rs, rounds. ,mdls and las ... , a. "".11 a, differenc .. in hea., hard ..... 
and I'" like, l am correct in inferring thalth. bodi .. ... ·hieh ar. th. sourer 
of I""" various ... nso.y perap.ions PO""" difforenceo eorr .. ponding to 
Ih,m, .hough pe.haps no, ..... mbling .hem. Also, , ... faa Iha, some oflhe 
p"lUplions are a".ubl. to .... whilt othtn are diu"erable ma k.,.. i. 
quilt cenain ,hal my body, o. ra.M. my whol • ..,If, in ro far a. I am a 
combination of body and mind. "n lit affeC1tt1 by lh. various IItneficial 
or harmful bodi,. which .urrt)4.lnd i •. 

h Thor. ar •• howeve., many olh •• Ihing ..... hich I may app"ar tn ha ... , 
Men taught by nature, bUI "" hieh in ,..,alily I acqui .ed 001 from na ,ure 
bu. from a habit of making ilI...:on.idered judg ..... nu; and i, i.I ..... Io,.., 
qui" pos,ible that .hH< a .. fal..,. Ca ... in point a .. ,h. IItlief .h .. any 
spact in whkh nothing i$ occurring ". >limula.e my ... noes mull lit 
emply: o. ,ha , ,1\( he .. in a body i, som.,hing exactly 'H<mbling ,he ide. 
of "'at which i. in me; 0. ,hal whtn a body is whilt Or grttn. ,h. 

, ." . ... plol;" hi. >hip' (fr<n<h " """"_ 
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Mlfu_ whiten,... or ,lftn"",. which 1 pe,aivc through my om .... ;. 
pres!'n' in the body; or ,hal in a body which i, bitter or . ... _the,.., i, 'M 
glft.amc .ute whiell I ""'I"'rimu, and SO on; or, ~nany, ,h., ..... and 
lowers ,nd other distam bodies have Ihe urnI' ,ill' .nd $hIp" whicll thl:')' 
presem 10 my senJ.tS, and other exampln of lhis kind, SUllO make lure 
rha, my peruption. in Ihi. miller arc lufficicnl1y distinct, I mull mo", 
.«\Iratdy dc~~ c~.ct!y who, I mea" whm t say thO! I am ,aught 
IOmething by naturc. In Ihis COnlUt I am taking nature 10 N something 
more limited than the totality of thing. ~lOwed on me by God, For 1his 
indudn many ,h;ngs that helnng 10 .he mind .Ione _ for n.mplc my 
peraption lha, whaT i. do~ onnot hc: undOlit', and ,11 mher things thaI 
,u kl\O'to'n by the narntallighl;' but 'Ilhi, nagc I .m n<» .peaking of 
these mane ... It .11<> indudn much ,hal rdates 10 the body alone, like 
the tcn<kncy to mov~ in ~ down ward di=non, and so on; but I am not 
Jpe~king of these marten either, My sole con..,m IItte is with what God 
hll besrowM on m~ ao a combination 01 mind and body. My narUR, 
then, in this limited sense, don indttd teach me to avoid whit indu«s a 
/ttling of pain and to see1< OUt what indu..,s Ittlinp of pk'SUR, and SO 
on. But it does not appear TO Teach us to draw any conclusions from these 
sensory percepTion. aboullhinp localed oUllide uS without wairing until 
the intellect h" enmillC'd' Ihe maner. Fo. knowkdge 01 the truth about 
fUch things seems to belong to the mind alOIIC', not to the combination of B) 
mind and body. Hence, although a mt has no g",arer effect on my rte 
than the name of a fmlll light, that don not mun that there is any ",al or 
positive indination in me 10 believe th.1 Ih~ nit i. nO hisger than the 
light; I have simply made this judgement lrom childhood onward. 
without any rational ba.i •. Similarly, allhough I fecI heal when I go lIC'ar 
• ~R and ful pain when I go too lIC'ar, III .. e i. no convincing al1lumenl 
for supposing thOl theR;s something in ,he ~'" which ..,..,mbl ... the Mit, 
any mo", than for supposing th.lthe", is somnhing which resembles the 
pain, Theu it simply reaSOn to suppose thllthe", is something in the ~re, 
wh.tev~r it may evenlually turn oul to be, which produco in ul the 
Ittli"" of hea! or pain. And likewise, even lhough tMre i. nolhing in any 
gi~n.pace Iha! Slimul.l ... the ",n .... , il does not follow Ihatthe.., i. no 
body thoR. In .hese cases and m.ny o.hers I see thll I h ••• been in Ih. 
h.bit of misusing .he order of nalure. For the proper purpolC of th. 
Jmsory perceptions given me by n.ture is simply to inform the mind of 
what is 1H:ne~cial Or harmful for Ihe composite of which lhe mind is • 
pan; and 10 Ihis elllem they are sufficiently dear and dislinct. SUt I 
misuse lhem by lrearing them as ",liable touchstones for immediale 

, ' ... ,.;tI.,." • .., help fTom "'" Ioody' (added in fmdl • ....,.,) . 
• ' . .. artfully .1Id """'m,- ".mined' lfn:nd> ........ ). 
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judgcm<n1S 000..1 tht •• ..,n'i.l na,ure of ,h. bodin 1OC'01«i outside US! 
yet this i. an .r •• wh •••• hey provide only very obscu,.., information. 

I have "Irudy look.d in .uffi~nl dr,.il a, how, IIOIw;.hllanding 1M 
sood""" of GOO, it may happI'n ,hat my judgcmcms an f.1K. Ill" a 
funhu pmblem now rome1O 10 mind regarding Ihos.c vcry things which 
natuf' pr~nlS to me as obi«ts which 1 should s«k OUt Or avoid, .nd 
.1$0 regarding th. intt,nal sensations, wh •• e I s«m {O have dctmed 
errors' -c.g. whtn somfOn. is tricked by 1M plusam I .. ", of .... mc food 

84 imotaling the poison concul«1 inside il. Yet in ,hi, asc, whalin. man', 
nalur. urges him fO go for i, .imply wh.1 is ... ponsibl. 1m 1M plcu.nt 
1151., and IlOl the poison. which hi' n.lun knows nothing .bout. Th.c: 
only inference ,h.l can k drawn from Ihio i. Ihal hi, nalur. i. IlOl 
omniKinll. And this is no. surprising, sin« man is a limi.t'd .hing, and 10 
i. i. only ~"ing .h •• hi. ~rI~ion . hould M limi.t'd. 

And yft it is not unusual for us.o 110 wrongt.en in cases whe~ nature 
o:Joc,. urV us .owards something. Thow who art ill, for tumpk, may 
duire food or drink .h •• will shordy af.erward. lurn Out 10 M bad lor 
tMm. Perhaps it may M said thatther go wrong !>«aust .heir nature i. 
disordert'd, bu •• hi. docs no. remo •• tM diffiouhy. A lick man is 00 Ie.. 
one of Goo's c~ature> Ihan a heal.hy one, and il \«m. 00 k .. a 
con'nldicrion to .uppost .ha. M hn roaoiv.d from God a nalur. which 
cIo:«ives him. V.I a cI""k COO.tnlClt'd will. wh..,lo and w~ghto obstrv .. 
,111M low. 01 ito na'u~ ju .. a. dostly wMn i. i. badly made and t.IIIIM 
wrong lime as wMn il comple •• ly ful~ls Ihe wishes of .M dock maker. In 
IM ... me way, I migh, con.ider.M body of a man as a kind of machine 
.quipped wilh and made up of ho ..... Mrve>, muscl •• , vein •• blood and 
,kin in ,urn a way tha ....... n if .h .. e were 00 mind in i'. i. would lIill 
ptrform all the same movements as i, now 60es in .host casn where 
mov.men. is no. under ,he cootrol of .he will or. o:onstquen!ly, of tM 
mind.' [ can usily S« that if such. body suffers from dropsy, for 
example, and is aff~.d by the dryness of .he throat whim oormally 
produ", in ,he mind II.. stnsarion of ,hirsl, 1M rnul.ing condition of the 
ne ..... and mh.r pam will di.p<>K ,h. body to take a drink, with the 
resuh Ihlllh. distast will be aggravlled. V.,thi. i. ju .. u na.u",1 as th. 
body'. Ming .timuill.d by a simi lar dry,,"" of th. Ih.oatlo ,ak. a drink 

IS whm IMre is 00 luch illness and 1M drink i. Mnefici.1. Admil't'dly, 
when 1 conlider ,he Jl"1"poK of ,h. clock, r may ... y that it i. departing 
from its nature whm i. don oo.tell.he righ •• ime; and .imilarly when I 
con.ider.M mechani.m of.M human body, I may thin'" .ha', in relation 
.0.M movements which normaUy occur in it, i.too i. de.iating from ill 
nllur. if II.. Ihroat is dry., a ,ime wMn drinking i. 001 Mneficial.o ill 

, •.. .• nd do ......... to h ....... n difKlly d«<I.,..! ..., ....,. "'N"" (.oded in frm<ll 
.......... J. 
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continucd M~lth. RUI I am well awan Ihal 'narurc' 's I have jWI used it 
has a vcry differenl signi~cancc: from 'narUfC' in 1M olhu sense. A. I havc 
;UI1 used ii, 'natun' i •• imply a loI,~1 wh ich dtpends Of! my lhoughl, il;s 
quile exlfanoou.lo 1M 'hings fO whim i, is applied, and dfpends simply 
on my comparison ~lWeen Ihc idca of a sick man and a badly· made 
d.x:k. and Ihc idea of , hullhy man and a well·ma<k clod. RUI by 
'narore' in rhe O'Iher sense [ undcrstand something which is rully 10 ~ 

found in th~ rhinSS Ihemselv .. : in this sense. Iher.fore. the term contains 
somnhing of the truth. 

When We "y. Ihen, with resp«! ro .h. body .uffering flOm dropsy, 
thll it hiS a disordered natu.c because il has a d.y ,hto31 and yer ·does 
"'" n«d drink, Ihe It'rm 'n,rur.' is h.fe used merely as an extraneoul 
la~1. How .... u. wilh rup«! '0 .he composite, th •• ii, Ih. mind uni,ed 
with Ihis body, what is involved is nO'i a mc", la~I, bu ••• "'" ~rmf of 
n'ture, namely Ihlt it is thirsry al a timc wh.n drink il going 10 cause il 
harm, It thus remains to inquire how it is thar th. goodness of God does 
not prevcnl narure, in thil sense, fmm deceiving u •. 

Th. firs. observltion I make .. Ihi. point i. Ihat thcre il I grell 
difkrente bnwmllhe mind and th. body, in.,much., rIw body;. by ill; 
Ycry nllUre always diYisible, while ,he mind i. unerly indiyilible. For 86 
when I consi<kr tM mind, Or myself in SO fJl as I am mc",ly a Ihinking 
thing, I am unable to distinguish any pam within myself; I understand 
myself fO be something quit. single .nd complet •. Although lhe whole 
mind _mlto be uniled 10 Ih. wholc body, [ rcrognizc th'l if a fOOl or 
arm or ,ny O'Ihet pan of Ih. body is CUt off, "",hing kl$ Ih.reby IIftn 
taken away from Ihe mind. A, for the faculties of willing, of uOOcmand-
ing, of sensory perUplion .nd so on, th .... cannor ~ lumed pans of 1M 
mind, linee it i. One .nd Ih. same mind thaI wills, and uOOcrsrandllnd 
hIS sensory perception •. By conlra", there .. no corpore.1 or ulmdcd 
thing Ihar I can think of whim in my lhoughl I cannot easily divide inro 
pam; and Ih" very f,ct make, me understand Ih.t it i. divisible. This OM 

'fl\Imcnt WO\1ld ~ cllOUgh '0 ,how me thll the mind i. completely 
di££uent from lhe body, ev.n if I did nor .Irudy kn.ow II much from 
orhcr oon.ilkrarions, 

My MXI observation iSlhatlh. mind is not immediately ~ff~ctcd by 111 
pam of lhe body, but only by the b",in, or perh.p, JUII by OM small pan 
of rIw brain, namely lhe pan whim i. uid to contain the 'common' 
1e1lSr:.' Every .ime this pan of Ihe brain i. in. given liar., it prcsmlS the 

, 
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.. 1m .;gnaJ.IO Ih~ mind, even though Ih~ olh~r pam of the body may be 
in a different condition 0' 1M tim •. Thi. i. nubli,htd by mumln. 
ob.crvarion., which lher. is no n...d 10 'e1Iic .... htfe. 

I ob~rvr, in addition, ,hal II.. nalur. of ,h. body is ,uch ,1..1 whenever 
any parI of;\ i. 0\0,'«1 by anoth •• pari which i. somr di'l~nc. ,w'y. il 
can alw.ys be movtd in ,he same fashion by any ol th. pms which Ii. in 
btlw«n, rvcn if ,h. more disunt pan does nothing. for fumph.. in a 

87 cord AileD. if ~ cnd D is pulled SO ,h.l the other end A mov .... the 
u .C'! some mo"cmem could h.,-. bftn brought .bout i/ """ 01 th. 
intc,mtdi.,. point< II or Chad b«n pulltd,.rul D hod nOl rnuvtd at .11. 
In . imi lu b,hion, .... h.n I 1«1 • p.in in m)' fOOl, phY"0108Y ,dl. me Ih.l 
Ihi, happtn. by mc.n, of ncrvU dimibu,.d thr""'ghoUI ,he fOOl, and 
.hal Ihn. nuvtS ar~ like rord. which go from In.: fOO( righl up to Ih~ 
brain. Wh~n Ih~ nt ..... tS art pull"" in ,he fOUl, 'MY in lUrll pull on inMr 
parts of In.: brain .0 which .h"1 are an.ched, and produce. cer!.in 
motion in ,h.m; and nalure ha~ laid il down ,hal ,hi. motiOn .hould 
produce in the mind a senoalion of pain, a. occurring in the 1001. BUI 
since these n~ ....... , in paosing from the /001 to Ihe brain. muOl pus 
through Ihe calf. Ih~ Ihigh. Ihr lumbar rrgion. Ih~ blCk and Ih~ n«k. il 
can happen ,hal. ~en if il i. nO{ lh~ port in Ih~ f<><>t bUI ooe 01 In.: 
in.e,_dialf p.orf. whKh i, b"ing pulkd. ,n.. .. "'" mo,ioo will o«u, in 
lhe brain •• occurs " 'hen .he fOOl is hurt. and.., i1 ,,·ill neces.arily rome 
aboul Ihal ,b" mind f.d. the .. "'" ..,n .. lioo o f pain. And we must 
suppose Ih. sam. th ing happen. with regard to any other smu,ion. 

My 6nal observalion i. thaI any giv~n movem~n' occurring in the part 
of th~ brain Ihat immniiot"ly aff«u lhe mind produ",," just one 
OOfrt1ponding .. nsalion; and h~n« 'M besl .y$lem Ihal could be deviS«! 
is Ihat it shOilld produce Ih~ one .. nsarion which, 01 all possible 
Knsalion., i. """I tSpeeially and """"t IrC<l"~nlly rond"cive 101M 
pl'<'K't\'ation of the h.a1lhy man. And ~~pt'ri.nce sho~ .hot 1M Kn»· 
tionl which natu,. has giv.n uS are all Qf ,his kind ; and <0 lhere i. 
absolutely !>(llhing 10 be found in Ihem thaI does not bur witnn. IQ 1M 

81 pQwcr and goodnns of God. For nampl". when tM ncrvtS in the foot 
ar ... I in motiQn in a violent and unusual manner, this mQliQn, by way Qf 
1M spinal ro,d, ",ach .. 1M inner pam of th. brain, and tlltre giv .. 1M 
mind its signal fur having a certain sen»,ion, namely .ht .. nsation of a 
pain as occurring in ,he foot. This stimulat .. th. mind 10 do its best to g" 
rid of the cauK of the plIin, which it uktS IQ be harmful to the f<><>t. 11 is 
true that God O)uld hove madt lh. n .. u .. Qf man such that thi, 
plIrticular motion in th. b.ain ind ieo .nI <om<1hing el .. 10 th. mind; it 
might, for uiomple, have m.dt Ihe mind awar~ of th~ ~"u~l mO'lion 
occurring in .he brain, Of in ,h~ fOOl, o. in . ny of rh~ in.e,mniiat. 



" 
regions; Or il might ha"" indicated 50methins el.e ~1;rd1. BUI there is 
oothin, dK which would hHe b«n so conducive 101M continued 
well-beingo! 1M body. In the .. me way, when we n«d drink, the .. arion 
a cerlain dryness in lhe throal; Ihil sets in motion the ne1'Yft of .he 
throat, whid! in lurn move ,Itt inlK' parts of 1M brain. Thi, motion 
prod_;n 1M mind a ~s'ljon of thirst, Mause tM """, u.dul ,hin8 
lor us to know aboutlht wholt business is thaI we need drink in order 10 
slay healthy. And SO;I i. in tht ott.cr caOft. 

It ;. quilt ckar from .11 this ,hat, notwilhst.nding the immt1lse 
goodness of God, the nalu,e of man a. a combination of mind and body 
is.ud! Ihal il i. bound 10 mislead him from time 10 time. Fo. ,he,t may 
be: somt occurrence, not in tht fOOl bUI in om of 1M O1htr •• us through 
which Iht nel'Yn travel in their rOu~ from Iht fOOl 10 tht brain, Or even 
in 1M brain ilself; and if Ihil auK producu tht Umt motion which is 
SCJKrally produced by injury ro rh~ foor, Ih~n p.in will M fdr u if ir w~r. 
in lhe 100'1. Thil d«tpIion of Ih. ~nscs is natur.l, b«:Iu~ • givm 
motion in (he brain must alwaY' produco Ih~ um~ .mulion in th~ mind; 
and the origin of Ih~ molion in '1u~"ion i. mum more oh~n going 10 M 
S<>fmthing which i. hurting Ih. 100<, rat .... r Ihan something existing 
d_ ....... So il i, re'$Onable thor rhi. motion .hould .lw'Y5 indicole 10 g9 
the mind a pain in Ihe fOOl ral ...... han in any other P"" of ..... body. 
Apin, dryness 01 Ih. IhfOlll m.y $Omelim .. arise not, u il normally 
don, from lhe I.alhat a drink il neaI,"ry 10 the health 01 the body, bUI 
from some quil. opposile cau .. , u happen. in the c ... 01 the man .... ith 
dropsy. Yet il ;' mum betrer Iha! il should mi,le.d on this occ ... ion than 
Ihal il should always mi,lud when Ih. body is in good hulth. And II>c 
lime goes lor Ih~ oth .. ca ..... 

Thi, o;onsi/krarion illh. ~lI"l h.lp 10 me, not only for noticing.1I 
lhe errors to which my nalUre isliabl., bUI .1$0 for . nabling me to COrrttl 
ot Iyoid th.m .... ithout difficulty. For I know thll in malt~rs regarding th. 
~1I·being of Ih. body, all my senses repo" Ih. trulh much more 
frequently Ihan not. Also, I can .Imosr .Iw.y. make useol more rhan one 
sen .. 10 investigare ,he .. me 'hing; and in addition, I ,an use boch my 
memory, whim connect. present experienCft with prcc.cding ones, and 
my inrellttl, which hu by now .,.amin~ all 1M causes of . rror. 
Accordingly, [should no! h .... any funher fears .boutth. falliry of whit 
my senses rcll me ""'I)' day; on the conlrary, Ihe tx~ .. ted doubts of 
IhelOit few days should be di.misscd II laughable. Thi, applies especially 
10 Ihe principal reaSOn for doubl, namely my inability 10 dillinguish M' 
IWtm being asleep and Mingawake. For I no .... notice Ihat th.r. iI. "lSI 
ditferentt between the IWO, in lhat dream. arc ....... , linktd by memory 
with allth. OIhcr aaion. of life ....... king experiencu are. II, .... hilt [.m 



Mtdit~tkms OJ! Fi'st Pbilosopby 

awake, anYOM wc,.., .uddenly 10 appc'ar 10 me and then dillppc'a' 
immc<iialely, II happm. in .lttp, SO Ihal I cou ld nol Stt whert ht had 

90 roIM from or whcrc he had ,one 10, il would nOf be unreasonablc for me 
10 ju~ Ihal he was a ghosl, Or a vision crtalw in my brain, ' ru her rha .. 
a ,..,al man , BUI when I diSlinaly Stt ",hert thin" rome from and ",bt,.., 
and when they COITlt 10 me, and when I can connec1 my pc'rctplions of 
them wilh the whole of the resl of my life withour a bruk, lhen I am 
quile ct'nain rhal whm I enoollmer Ihese Ih in" I am not uletp bul 
awake, And I OUghlllO'liO have evcn the sligh lest doulx of their real ity if, 
after -allin, upon all the $ffl$n as well as my memory and my imelka in 
order 10 chc.:k them, I m:eivc no conflictin, rtpOm from any of rhese 
sources. for from lhe faer Ihat God is nOf a de«ivcr il follow> thl! in 
cueslikc these I am completely f"", from error, Bur.ince the p=su,.., of 
thinp 10 be done don 110'( al ways allow us 10 l1ap and make IUeb a 
mniculow chc.:k, it muir he admined rhal in Ihis human li fc we are often 
Iiabk 10 make mil1akes abour panicolar things, and wc muSI acknow­
lw~ Ihe weaknns of our nalu,.." 

, ', ,' liko ....... rhat .... ""med In tt.. be . ... ... h<ft I,!CCP' (oddooi '" Fmodo ""';""), 

• 



Objections and Replies 
[Selections] 

[ON MEDITATION ONE) 

IThe rejection of previous beliefs] 

~~ I shan nnploy an everyday cumple 10 rxplain 10 my aiti, tM 481 
rationak for my proa<illre, so U 10 pre-vent him mU\lnd.eruanding it, or 
hninSlh. gall to pretend h. does IlOl undentand it, in Nture. SUppoK h. 
had a Imkn fuU of appln and, being worri~ thaI some: of the apples we« 
rottnl, wan~d to Ilk. OUI d •• rom'n onn 10 prevent the rot Ip«ldina. 
How would he proceed? Would he not besin by tipping the whole 101 OUt 
01 the bukn? And would IlOl th. I>tXlllep be to Cat, hil eye OYtr uch 
apple in Nrn, and pick up an.d put back in the basket only IhoK he U W to 
be $OIlJId, leaving the others? [n JUI! the Slim way, 1!IoK who have !left! 

philosophized cor=tly haye unO<!. opinions in their minds which they 
havt begun to I tOf<' up sin« dlildhood, and ""hio;h they the«=fo •• hav. 
RaSOll to believe may in many caJeI be falii<. They then anempllD sepal-
". the WK belids from the odl.n, $0 U to prevmt their conuominatin& 
the rest and making the whole lot un~".in. Now me bm way they cln 
accomplish this i. w reject all rheir btlid. rogether in ont go. II if they 
were all u,,""ain and false. They can then go avo:< each bt~c/ in fIIrn and 
fe-.dopt only those which they recognize to bt true and indubirable. Thul 
I WII righllo begin by re~ng al! my btlid •. 

[.s:ew..lh R.~I~I: CSM II 3'41 

[ThO! rO!/iability of thO! sm.laj 

A1mough mert i.o deception Or falsity. il i. not 10 bt found in Ihe senses; 
for the senses are quite passive and rtpOrt only appear,",," •• which mlUll 
appear in me way mey do owing 10 meir causa. The o:<ror or falsity i. in 
the judgemenl or the mind, which is II<K circumspca enough Ind don n<K 

noricc that things It I distan« will for Ont reason or another Ippur lmal­
let Ind mo« blurred man when they arc Dtarby, and so on. N .... etthcltas. 
when deception occurs. we must rIOt deny mat it aills; the only difficulty 
il whcthtr il occurs .I! the rime, mus making it impossible few ul .... er w bt 
lUre of me trum of anything which We p¢rccive by rhe KtlstS. 

" 

• 



" 
H} [c i. quite unI>Cc;asary 10 look for obv;ou. examples h •••. With ngard 

10 th. caH'S you m.'''ion, Of ra,h.r PUI forward a$ p.nearing a problem • • 
will limply uy thaI il _rns to M quit< unrontrove.Ua1 {hal when .... clook 
al a lOWe, from nu.by, and louch iI, We .r. lur. ,h.t;1 is squat(', .... n 
though whcn we wc.e further off .... c had occasion u. judge il10 M round, 
Of or any rolc 10 doubt whe,h., il was square or roun<! or lOme otl>o, 
.hart· 

Similarly ,h. f«ling of pain which .till apr'" to OCCUr in Ih. /00{ or 
hand .fur , ... .., limbs have been ampulated may """",lima give ,i.., ro 
ooCJllion, Meau", th. spirit. responoib!. for sensalion have been accus" 
tamed to pUI inm th.limb, and produce. scnulion in ,hcm. But ouch do· 
ctption occurs, of COUrK, in people who have.uff. red amputalion; those 
.... hOW' bodies arc inlact arc 00 a"ain thaI they fecI pain in eM /001 or 
hand when !My I« il i. pricked, thallhey cannot be in doubt. 

Apin, since du.ing our liv"" ~,,~ ahemately aWlke o. dreaming, a 
dream may give rise to deception b«.uS<'tnings may appt:a.to be present 
WMn tney ar~ not in fact present. But ~ do 1\01 drum all th~ tinK, and 
for II long Ii we a", .ully awak~ we ClInnot doubt wMther we au aw.ke 
ord.uming. [Fifth ObiecriOftS, CSM It a,o-. ] 

H~re you "",ow quite dearly th,t you are ulying entiuly on , p.econ· 
rnvr<! opinion which you have n .... e. Sot rid of. You mainlain Ihat we 
MVe. SUJp«t any falsity in sieualions wheu we bave never detected it, and 
Mnte thar when we look at a lOWe' from nco.by and toudl it We are suu 
Ihar il is Jquau, if it appca .. Jquau. You .IJO main .. ;n Ihar when we a.e 

,86 uolly awake, we canrKM doubt WhelM' we are awake o. I$leep, and..:> 
on. But you have no .uJOn to Ihink that you have p ..... iou.ly noticed all 
the circumstan~s in which erro r can occur: moreover, il is easy to pI'QYe 
Ihll you au /rom lime 10 tim~ mi ... ken in matte .. which you acttpll$ 
certain. [Fifth Replits: CSM It .64] 

• • • 

(4 I 8) Our "inlh and ..,.,., wo.tying difficulty il your uS<'rtion lhat we oughllo 
mimu .. tM operllions of th. sen .... and thllth. r.liability <>llhe inlellect 
is much greater than Ih .. of ,h. sen .... .' But how can 1M intellect enjoy 
.ny ~n.inty unless it hao pr.viowly derived it from the sen .... when they 
a", working IS Ihey should? How can il co.m:!' mi .. ,ke made by One of 
Ih. S<'n .... unless oome oth •• senS<' nm correcrs lhe mi"lk.? Owing 10 
r.fracrion, I mck which is in /act .. raight appca .. benl in "'"ter. What 
COrr«lS the error? The imtllecr? Nor II all:;t il lh. S<'IIS( of loudl. And 
,h. sanK son of thing must be taken 10 occur in orh .. a$<'S. Hene(' if you 

I S«Med.vI •• boo<p.jJ_ 
• S« .h<w<, M.d . •• p • • " M.d. II, p_ ... , Med. v'. p. 17. 



Th, drumln, 12".. ... 1':111 " 
hue l'KOurse 10 all your senses whcn they all: in lood worldng ordn, and 
they all &ive the lime report, you will achieYe Ihe grulal ceruinty of 
.,hich min is naturally ooj»ble. BUI you will often fail 10 achieve i, if )'011 
1rUSC the DpC'facions of the mind; for the mind often goes aseray in just 
those areas where il had pttviou.ly su~ doubt 10 be impossible. 

(Sixrh Obi''';''''': CSM II ~81_~1 

~~~~~'::l~i:~g:!::~~~~:~~~i~:i~ of refraction', 
a way which would lead a 

may eYen lead us to make the 
.... me preconceived opinionl which we have 43J 
become acal1lomed 10 a<:ecpt from our urliel1 ycars. But I oonflOC ""nt 
my eritia· further comment that this error is colrected 'fIOC by the intellect 
bUI by the sm.., of touch'. ,.,. a result of tnuching ii, we may judge that the 
Hick is serai"'t, and the kind of judlement involved may be the kind _ 
have been accu5lomcd 10 make sintt childhood, and which i.therefore 
referred to as the ·..,n..,· of touch. But the ..,n ... alOM docs not suffice 10 
correct the visual error: in addiTion we need 10 havc JDfM degree of reason 
whid! \l:lilI us that in this cue we should belieYc the judgement b • ..,d on 
touch rather than thai elicired by vision. And since we did not have this 
power of reasoning in our infancy, il mun be attributed TIOIIO the KlISH 
but to the ilIttll«t. Thus eYen in Ihe very eumple my critia produ«, il is 
the inTellca alone which correcu the error of thc Jell..,.; and il is not poss-
ible 10 produce any ca.., in which error rnult:> from OUr trusting the opcr' 
atioo of the mind mo« than the senses. (Sixth Rq,lia: CSM II 19'1 

[The dream;", argumnfr) 

From what is wd in this Meditarion it il clear enoush thai thCtt is no gi. (1,1 ) 
lericn enabling us 10 discin,uisb OUI dreams from 1M waking state and 
£rom 'lCridicalllenllcionl. And hence Ihe images we have when _ an 
awake and hayi", lIeIlutions are flOC ac<;ido:n\S thai inhen in CX1ernal 
objech:, and are no proof that any luch external ob~ exilt:> a! all. So it 
we follow DIU"rI$(S, wirho\at exu<;iling OUr «alDfl in any way, we sb.1l 
be justified in doubtinl whWter anythi", exist:>. I acknowlcdac thc cor­
leUhal of lhis Meditation. BUI lina PblO and D!hcr ancient pbilof. 
ophcn WSCllosed mil uncertainty in the objeas of the """sa..nd Iincc the 
difficulty of distinlUisbinl the wakinlllate from dll:lfIIS is wmmonly 
pointed OUI, I am 1IOrt)' thai the author, who is 110 oulSlandin, in the MId 
of oripnal opecul.tioru, ahould be publithinllhis ancienl material. 

[Third Ob;«rio<u: CSM n II I) 



.. 
Th. argumenfli for doubting, ,,·!.ich ,h. phil.,...,phcr h • ..., a=p« as valid, 
arc one, that I was p .... ming u merely plouoibl •. r was noo 'rying,o .. 11 
,hem •• nov.hits, bUI had a ,h...,.,[old aim in mind when I used IMm. 

'7a Pardy I want"'! to prepare my .. ad ... • miIKj, for ,h. study of ,h. ,hines 
wh ich are ...,Ia'ed fO the int,llea, and help IMm to di§!ingui.h ,h,,", ,hinp 
from cOl'JI"«al lh ing.; and ,uch •• gUmtnl' Sftm to bt wholly ncassary 
for mi, pUI'f>"$t. Pardy I introduced ,h. argument. !.O ,hat I could reply to 
them in the subsequent Medi,at;ons. And panly I wanted 10 ..how the 
firrnnes.s of ,h. !ruth, which I propound laler on, in the light of the bet 
,hollh.y annol be ,haken by these met.physicol douhll. Thus 1 was no. 
lool<ing for pr.; .. when I set out ,h"", •• guments; but I think I could no. 
have kh them 001, any rnO'" ,han. medical writ., Can Ie ••• OU1Ih. de­
scription of a diS<'a~ when he Wants to up!ain no,,' it can be cured. 

[Third R ~plits: OM tt T a,] 

(Certainty in dreams] 

Ha. it n~cr happmed 10YOU, a.il ha. 10 many ~ple, Iharlhings 5«med 
ckar and ",nain to you whilt yOtI we" druming, but Ihat aft(l"Wards you 
disrovered Iha( thty well' doublful or falS<'? It is indttd 'prudent MVet 10 

457 ,rull comple,ely ,h .... who h.ve ~ived you even on",'.' 'Bu,', you 
reply, 'maltel"$ of 1M UlmQfI urlainty are quilt diff"en,. "I"hey ate su~h 
that they cannot .ppear doubtful even 10 thOS<' who .re dreaming oT 
mad: But a re you reall y striou.;n ",hat yOtl u.y? Can you prnend ,hat 
manen of the ulmosl ccruinly cannot appear doubtful rven fO dreamers 
or madmen? What are fheoe unerly ",rta in mane .. ? If Ihing. which are 
ridiculow o r aMurd ~im .. appear «nain, ~en unerly ",nain, to 
~ple who all' ,..lul' or inun •• IMn why should not things "'hid! arc 
cenain, ~.n utterly ",nain, appear fal .. and doubtful? I know a man 
who once, when falling asleep, hurd 1M dock "rike four, and counted 
th •• Irok •• as 'one, one, one, one'. It then oeemed to him that lhell' wu 
sort>nhing absurd aboul Ini .. and he shout.d oUI: 'That clock mu" be 
goi"ll mad; if hal .truck OM o'clock four tim .. !' I. th • .., really anYlhi"ll 
SO absurd or irrational thai il could not come into the mind of IOmeonc 
who is ;t.Sl«p Or raving? There are no lim;" '" what a dreamer may IlOI 
'prove' Or belirve, and indtt"<! con8,""oula,. himS<'lI on, as if h. had 
m.naged '0 ;nven, some .plendid thought. 

(s..~t1Il" Ob~CI;""': O M IT )06) 

, Moll. '. ,bGVC p. u . 



., 
Ewtrythilll tN.t anyOne dcoIrly and dinincdy puc:ci_ it ~ aim" .... 
tM pcQOn in q"'"ion may from timor 10 time doubt ~ he is dJum-
inc or ... ah, atId nu)' twn, if ,..... Iih, IK drumin, 01' nucL For 110 

/lUI"," wt.o the " ... «i .... iI., nomina o::alI be dt-.rIy aDd diatinat,. per­
c:ciYCd without i~ bane just as '" .... ,w.-e it to bo, i.e. wimo.,l brin& trW. ib 
Bul bcQ .... il nquiret tome "*"' to rn°kc. ''''F,r dWinaion betW«D 
what iI dearly and dimncdy pcu:d"ecI.nd whit mudr I t £Ii .. or .ppean 
to be, llm 111M IUrpriJcd thaI my worthy aitic should lit« mistake the ~ 
for d.e other. [.$nath RrpIMt: CSM II JIO] 



(O N MEDITATION TWO] 

[Cogito ergo slim ('l am thinking, therefore I exist')] 

You conclude th~tthis proposition, I ~"" I tltist, is rrue whenever it is put 
'S9 forward by you Or conceived in your mind. ' But I do not 5CC th~t you 

n«ded .llthi> apparatus, when On o th. r grounds you were ~rtain, and it 
w .. tN<, that you existed. y"" could have made the .. me inferen~ from 
ony OM of your OIher ~crion., since it is known by the: n~turallight that 
whatever aeU exim. (Fift" Ob~ctk,"s: CSM II 180] 

() S 1) When Y"" >.y thO! r 'could hove made the .. me inference from anyone of 
my other .«ioru' you are fa, from the 'lU,h, since I am noo: whoUy urtain 
of any of my action., wi,h the sole exctption of thought (in using the word 
'certain' I .m referring ro mcraph)'l'ical certainty, which U the: 501. U5l1t ar 
this point). 1 may not, for cxomple, make the inference 'I am walking, 
therefore r exist', except in "" far as the aWUeness of walking i • • thought. 
The inference i. certain only if applied to this awareness, and not to the 
movement of the body which ""tTM:times - in the: caK of drum. - i. not 

occurring al all, oopil. Ihe faer thai I oeem to mYKlf to be walking. Hena 
from the fact that 1 think 1 am walking 1 an very well infer the exil1encc of 
a mind which h .. this thought, but nollhe exutence of a body thll walks. 
And the o.amcapplie. in oehe:r cues. [Fifth Rtplits: CSM 11 .... 4] 

• • • 

When somrone 1-lI)'I ' l am thinking, therefo •• 1 am, or 1 exist', he does not 
deduce cxiftCRce f.om thought by tTM:aru of a Iyllogi.m, but recognizes it 
as ""tTM:thing Klf·evident by a simple intuition of the mind. This is ckar 
from the faerlhu if he were deducing il by tTM:ans of a syUogism, he would 
have to have had preVio\1S knowledge of the maior premi .. 'E .... rything 
wbich think.! if, or exises'; yel in faer he karns il from experiencing in his 

141 own case thai il is impossible that he should think without exi'ling. It i. in 
the natu •• o f our mind 10 corutruer general p,opo!lirions on the basi, of 
our knowledge of particular ones. [Stcond Replies: CSM 11 1001 

I ... ""'" po ". 

" 
,. 



" 
• • • 

From dot: faa tha, we Irc minking il does DOl seem 10 be: entirely «ruin 4 I} 
thai w< e><iR. For in order to be ceruin thaI you art thinking you musl 
know what thoushl or thinkina; it, and whal you. exi$(cncc is; but since 
you do IlOl ytt know what these thinp are, how can you know thaI you 
arc thinking Or thaI you exist? Thul neil ..... whm you ... , ' I am thinking' 
nor when you add 'therefore, I exist' do you really know what you are 
saying.lnde:cd. you do not even know Ihat you are uying or illinking any­
thing, .. ~ this """" 10 require thai YO\l thould k!lOW thai you know 
.... bt you are saying; and this in rum requires that you be: aware of know-
ins thai you know what you are saying, and 50 on ~d ;nfi";r.. .... Hence il i. 
clear thaI you Clnn<>! know whether you nill Dr evcn whothe. you . re 
thinking. [Sixth Obi'~lio"s; CSM 11 118] 

It ilIlrw thai no ~ un bc: certain that he is thinking or thai he n:im (41.1) 
unku he koows whallhought is and what exislcna is. 61,11 this does OOt 
require rdlectivc knowledge, or lhe kind ol knowlc~ thaI;. acquired by 
means of dc:mo"'luationl; still ICIS does il require knowkdge of rdlectivc 
knowkdge, i.c. Irnowinll thaI wc know, and knowinll thaI we know tha, 
_ know, and 10 on ad iItfi7om. .... This kind of knowledge cannot possibly 
M obtained about .n)'thins. II is quitc Ju~m tha, _ should know il 
by thaI inu:mal awarencn whid. alwa,.. prccedn reOcaive knowledllc. 
This inner aWareMII of onc's !housht and ex.isrelltt is 10 innalc in all men 
thaI, alJhou&h _ may pretend that wc do no! havc il if we are oYcr­
whelmed by p=n~ived opiniom and pay mort attention 10 words than 
10 that muninp, _ cannol in faa fail to hayc il. Thus whcn anyo ne 
notioes that hc ilrhinkinll and that it follows from th is Ihl! M existS, even 
tboush he may never before huc ulced what thoughr is Or .... hl! ex.illence 
it., M ,till cannol fail to huc sufficient knowlcdsc of them both 10 satisfy 
himself in thil regard. [Sixm Rq.I;'.: CSM tl 18,1 

[SlIm TU cogitml$ ('I /JIff .. thin/r.ing thing') J 
Correct. For from the fact thll I thinIc, or huc an imaSC ( .... helher I am 
awake or dtuming), il an M infcntd thll l am thinking; for ' I think' and 
' I am thinkin,' mean Ihesamc thinl. And from thc fael thaI I am thinkin, 
il foiloWi thai I exist, sina thai which thinks i. nOl nothin,. BUI when the 
author adds 'thll ii, lam a mind, or intdiip:na, or intellect or fUson', I a 
doubc an_II does DOl Kem to M a valid IrguntCnilO lay 'Iam rhinkins. 

,A_p. ,,. 

,. 



lherdore J am Ihoughl' or 'J am uling my intell«l, hence I am an inlell«t.· 
I might (un as wel1.ay 'I am walking, therefore I am a walk.' M. DcscanO$ 
is idcntifying the thing which undersund. with intell«lion, which is an 
act of that which un<icrstand •. Or at lea,t he i, idenlifying Ih. thing which 
understands with 1M inlell«l, which i. a po~r of that which under­
ounds. Y ff all philosophers make a di'linction b-orwttn a .ubj«l and its 

' 7 J facultie> and act., i.e. betwttn a lubiect and ia pro~niO$ and its cuenca' 
an enlity i. one thing, it. <$Knee i. anot"'r. Hener it may b-o .hOl .... thing 
that thinks i. the ,ubj.ect to which mind, reason or interrcct b-olong; and 
Ihi •• ubicct may thus b-o somt"thing corporeaL The contraty i. allumN. 
nOi proved. Yet this inference;. the basil of the eo .. dulion which M. 
DncanO$sccmlto wanttoO$ubli,h. IThi,dO"iecrionJ: CSM lit u) 

(114) When I .. id ·tha. is, I am a mind, or intelligence, or intellect or rea",n·, 
whOl I mum by thC$C ,e,ms was nOt mc.c faeulnO$, "'" ,hings endowed 
with the faculry of thought. TIti. i. whal the firs, two term. are commonly 
ukcn to mean by everyone; and , ... Keond two are often undcrstood in 
thi. Knit. I "a.ed thi. point SO explicitly, and in ... many pbca, that it 
sccm.1<> me Ihere was no room for doubt. 

Th ••• i. no campari",n hor" b-otwttn 'a walk' and 'thoughl'. 'A walk' i. 
usually taken to .d • • limply to th. act of walking, .... h.reas 'thought' is 
sometimes taken 10 ref"r to Ih. act, IOmt"tim .. 10 the faC"Ulty, and Klme· 
tim .. I<> Ih. thing which PO"O$", the faculty. 

I do not .. y that 1M Ihing which un<icrstand. i. Ih ... me as intellection. 
No' , indcW, do I idcntify t"'lhi"8 which undcmando wilh the inlellect, if 
'the inlell«l' is lakenlo .efer to a faculty; they arc identical only if 'the 
i .... llC'Cl· is taken to refer 10 ,he Ihi"8 .... hich undcnlands. Now I fruly 
admit thai t used the most abs"act terms I could in o.dcr I<> refc. to the 
Ihing o. sulma""" in question. b-ocou .. I wanted to "rip away from il 
everything Ihat did not belong to it. Thi. philooopher, by camraJt, u"' 
abwlutdy caneRle wo.d., namely ·subiect', 'mmer' and ·body', to rdt"t 
to this thinking Ihing, bccaUK he wann 10 prevent ia b-oing Kparated 
from the body_ IThird R~li~J: CSM 11 U J 1 

• • • 
What you promised in thelitl. of thi. Medilation, namely that il would .... 
ubli.h that the human mind i. Mner known than Ihe body, has not, so far 
asl can K<:, been achieved. Your aim was not to prove Ihatlhe human 
mind Hists, or thaI ill exi.t.nce is bener known Ihan th. Hist.rlCe 0 / the 
body, oin« its aistencc, at aU .vmn, i. something which no om 
qUO$rions. Your inlention wa> surely 10 O$lablish .hat in natuft il bnter 
known than the nature of the body, and Ihi. you hav.no, managed to do. 

'VI ate 



S"m ttS rogiflln! " 
AI regards 1M naru~ ollhe body, you havc, a Mind,lifted all the thines J.76 
W(: know: eJ<lemion, Utapi', ~]nrion 01 ip<I«, and so on. Bul whal, 
aker all your effortl, have you fOld UI aboul you_III You an: noc • 
bodily Ilrucnue, you are nol air, noc a wir>d, IlOOI a thing which walla Or 
senses, you an: nolthil and not that. Evm if we gram tbcsc: "",ults (though 
some of tMm you did in faC! rciect ), they Irc IlOl wbal wc an: waitina for. 
lbq an: simply nqatiYC "",ulll; bUI the queitioo ii DO! whal)'O\l are not, 
bUI whal you are, And so you mer uS to your principal "",ult. that you are 
• thing Ihat thinla - i.c. a thinS that doubl5. .ffirmt fIC. BUllo say fim 01 
,II that you au a 'thins' il nM 10 give ally informalion. This is a gen«al, 
imprecise and vague word which applies no more 10 you Ihan il does to 
anythins in the cntire world Ihal is nOI simply I nothing. You Ire' 
'thinI!'; thai is, you are noc nothing, or, whar comes to the same thing, you 
arc somelhifll. BUI a SlOne is somelhing and I'lOl nothing, and so is ally, 
.r>d so is everything else. When you flO on to say tha. you are a thmlt;"1 
thing, then W(: know what you arc saying; but we knew il .I!tady, ar>d il 
will not what W(: were askinS you 10 ICU us. Who doubts thai you are 
thinking? What we arc undur about. whar we an lookiflllor, is thai 
inner sUMlan« of youn whOM' property il 10 think. Yout condwion 
should b¢ related 10 th is inquiry, ar>d should lell ul nOl thar you a~ • 
thinking thing, hili whal SO" of thing this 'you' who thing really il.1I wc 
au uking ,boul winc, and looking for the kind of knowled~ which is suo 
pl'rior 10 common knowled~, il will hardly b¢ enough for you lOlly 

'wint il • liquid thing, which il compressed from grapes.. white Or red, 
lwut, intoxicating' and so on. You will have 10 ,"emptIO invcstiS-1e and 
somebowo:plain ilS internalluMcancc, showing how il can be seen 10 be 
rn.nufacrured from Ipints, ,arur, the distillate. and other ingredients 
m.iItd togMbe. in such and sud! quantities and pmportions. Similarly, 
gi ...... thaI you Ire looking lor knowled~ of yourself which is IUperior 10 
common knowledge (thaI is, the kir>d of knowledge Wi: han bad up till 
dOW ), you must I« Ihal it i. cenainly not cnough for you 10 annDllll« thaI J.77 
you arc a thins thallhinb.nd doubt. and undcntands., etc. You should 
carefully scrutiniu you_If.r>d conduct, u il ft~, a kir>d of ch.emical 
invutigarion of yourself, if you lie to .",(nd in UllCDYering and 
explaining to us your internal lubscaoc:e. If you provide ouch an 
explanation, ft shan ourselves doubdeu b¢ ablc: 10 investigate ....hetbc:. 
or nor you au better known than the body whose narurc ow: know so much 
about through anatomy, chern· iltry, so many MMr tcicnces, 00 many 
senses and 10 many npcrimmu . [Fifth ObiKtiom, CSM n 1,1-3J 

I am surprised thl! you should lIy heu .•• Ihll I distinc:tly know thll I 
exist, bUI not thai I know whal I am Ot whal my nalUre it; lor ont min, 



annot be. dcmomtutN without tM mh.r. Nor do I II« what mo.( you 
.xpect h.r., unles, it i. to be.lold whal colour or ,m<11 or luI. ,he human 
mimi hu, o. Ih. p.oportion, of n it, , ulphur and "'<'rctlry from which it is 
compounded. You wanl UI, you uy,.o conduct 'a kind of cheminl inves­
tigation' of the min.d, U we would of wi .... Thi. i, in<l«d wonhy of you, 1'" 0 flesh, an.d of all.hose who hay. only. v.ry confu",d concep!ion of 
ev.rything, and 00 do nm kno .... th. proper qu"'tioru to uk aboUI .. ch 
thing. 8u, u for m., I have ncye •• hought th .. anything more i, TflIuired 
to "",cal a .ub.tam:.tnan its variou •• mihut •• ; thus the mo.e .ruibules 
of • given oubnam:. w. know, lhe more perfectly w. und. .. "and its 
natu.e. Now w. an dillingui.n many differen, aruibul .. in ......... ax: OM. 
th .. i, i, whi,.; two, tha, i, i, ha.d; three, Ih .. i. can be. mehcd; and SO 00. 
And the.e .r. corr .. pondingly many attributes in ,he min.d; OM, thaI il 
has ,h. po ...... of knowing .h. whit ....... of tM WOX; two, that i. ba"he 
pow.r 0/ knowing it! hud ..... ; three, that i, has Ih. pow .. of knowing 
that it can lose its hard .... , (i.e. ",<,It), .mI 10 on. (Someone an have 
knowledge of .h. hardness without .h.reby having knowlNge of .he 
whit ..... " e.g. • man born blind; and SO on in oth •• cur,. ) The cle .. 
inf.",nce from this i, that I .... know more attributes in the case of ou' mimi 
than ... ·e do in th. case 0 / anything .1",. For no matt.r how many at· 
tribut .. w. rccogni.e in any given thing, we can ~lway. lill a ",r'"pond. 
ing numbe.r of attribu.e. in thc mind which it has in vinu. of knowing the 
ot"ibut •• of the thing: ami h.nce t .... na.ure of th. mimi i. tM OM .... e 
know M:s. 0/ all. (Fifth R~licJ: CSM n ~4a-, 1 

• • • 
(4' 1) When you say you ••• thinking and that you .xist, OOmeon. might main· 

,ain that you are mistaken, and are not thinking but are merely in motion, 
and ,ha, you ar( nothing else but corporeal motion. For no one has yfl 

hem abl •• o grasp that demonil.a.ion of youn by which you tkink you 
have proyed Ih ...... hat you aillhough. cannot be • kind of corpo.eal 
motion. Hav. you usN your method of anal)"i, .0 !Cpa .. te off all the 
motion. of thaI .... fied mailer of youn? I. this .... h .. mok", you 10 cer· 
tain? And can you Ih.",/o", .how u. (for w. will gi •• our dOMlI atten.ion 
and Our powen of perception are, we think, r.asonably keen ) rhat it is 
sel/·contrad ictory that our thoughts .hould be r.ducible to t .... '" wrpo­
",al mo,ion.? {Si:r;lh Objtcliom.: CSM n l181 

Wh(n somWll( nmius .har h( is .hinking, ,h(n, given that ht undtnt.nds 
what motion i., i. il qui,e impos,ible .hat h. lhou ld belicye Ih .. h( is mis­
taken and i, 'tlOI,hinking bu, ",<,,,,ly in motion'. Sir>« ,he idu or notion 

~~j which h. h .. of .houghl i. quite d;ff~.ent f.om hi. idea of corporeal 



Su", r~s cogirMIS 

moI:ion, he must BCc:uurily understand the one as differem from the 
omer. kauK, however, he is accwromed to anribute many different 
propenic:s ro OM and the same subject withoUI oonl a ..... au of any ron­
nection betw""n thnn, he may possibly hi' ill(:lined to doubl, or may (Yen 
affirm, Ihal he is one and the urm: ~nS who thinks and who moves f.om 
pla« to pla«. Noti« that if we have different ideas of two things, there 
an twO wayl in which th(y can hi' taken to hi' one and ,he same ,hinl: 
either in vinue of the unity o . identity of their nalu.e, or elK merely in 
.espect of unity of composition. For example. the ideas whim we have of 
sha~ and of motion a.e not the ... me, no. are OUr idus of under$landing 
and volition, no. are tho.c of baBCf and IInh, nor are t~ of thought 
and of ao e>:rended thill8. SUI nevenhekss we dearly ~""'ive that th. 
sarm: fubsran~ whim is such that it if capable of takins on a shape is al", 
sum that il is capable of Mini! moved, and IM:nce that thaI which has 
sha~ and that wh im is mobile are one: and Ihe ume in vinue of a unily of 
nature. Similarly, the thinl that undUlrandl and It .• thinsthar wills are 
one and the same in virna. of a unity of nature. 8ut Our ~rc:eption is dif· 
Ierent in the case of tIM: thins ,h.t we consider under tIM: form of bone and 
that whig, we c:onsider un<kr the form of Oesh; and helKC we UnnOi rake 
them u one and dIe urm: thins in virnae of a unity of nllUre but can 
rqard tlM:m as the same only in respect of unity of romposilion - i.e. in "" 
fat as il if one and the ume animal wh ic:h h" bon .. and Anh. 8uI now 
the question io whether we perc:eive lhal a thinkinll,hinl and an extended 
thinS are one and Ihe same by a unity of nature. That iO IO"'Y, do we ~nd 
between thoughl Ind ClIten';on the same kind of affinity or conn«tion 
that we find hl'tw""n .hape and motion. or understandinll and volition? 
Alternatively, whet! they arc said 10 hi' 'OBC and Ihe same' is thif not rather ~ 1~ 
in respect o f unity of composition. in '" far as Ibey a«, found in the same 
man, jUIiI as bones and flesh are found in 11M: same animal? 'J'M laner vicw 
if the one I maintain, s.inc:e I observe a distinction or diffe«,1KC in every 
respect between the nature of an extended thinll and Ihal of a thiokinl 
thinllo whim is no less than that to hi' found between bones and flesh ... 

My critics ask whelher I have uKd my melhod of analysis to separate 
off a ll the mocions o f thai ",«,lied malic. of mine. Is this (.hey ask) what 
makes me cemin! And can 1 th~refo«, .how "'y cntico, who are most 
anmtivr and (they think) reuonably perceptive mm, .hat it is Kif· 
COIIlflIdictory thai OIIr thOllght should M reduced TO rorpo«'al mOlions? 
8y 'reduced' I like il thl! th(y mean that Our thOll&h1 and rorpornl ~~1 
motions ate one and Ihe same. My reply is Ihar [am vety cenain of this 
poinr, bUI [ canflOl guat.nl« thai omen can M convinced of it, however 
allC:ntive th(y may hI', and how(Yer k«n, in their own judletl'C'll, thei, 
powers of percep,ion may hI'. 1 c:annot guarant« that ,hey will M per-



" 
Juaded, af lealt so long allhey focus their anenlion not on thinS' which 
are obiccu of pure understanding bUI only on thins' which can M im· 
aginN.. This millak. hat obviou.ly b«n made by th.o$( who have im­
agined thaI 1M distinction MI ... ·ccn th01.llllu and motion i. !O be 
unckr"ood by maki1\3 divisions within lOme kir>d of rarefied man.r. n..­
only way of undemandinglh. distinction iSla realize Ihal tlu: noIio"" of • 
thinki"lllhing and an extended or mobile Ihing art: completely different, 
and independent of each other; and il i •• df-conlflldictory 10 SuppoK that 
things thl! we durly undtrs,and •• different and in~ndcnl oooid no! 

be "'par-ued, al lealt by God. Thus, h.ow.v .. often we find them in ORC 
and tn. salIM: lubicct - •. g. whcn ~ nnd thought and corporeal motion in 
th. same mall-we should nO{the,..,fo •• think tholthey are one and Ih. 
lame in vin"" of a unity of nature, but .!wuld regard ,hem as II •• same 
only in respect of unity of composition. (S;",h replies: CSM II d S- 7] 

[Th .. nalU, .. of lhoughl) 

(1'4) Let me add something which I forgol 10 indudetarliu. The aUlhor lay5 it 
down as ~ltain th.tthen: can be nothing in him, in so far as ..., is a think· 
ing thing, of which"" is nOl aware, I bUI it seems to me thaI .his is falst. 
For by 'himself, in so far ao he is a .hinking .hing·, M mean, t imply his 
mind, in SO far as i. i. dininct from .he body. Bu. all of uS can surtly set 
.ha! mere may be: many thi"" in OUr mind of which .he mind is n<>! 

aWlfe. The mind of an infant in its molhe.·, womb hao the power of 
.hough •• bu. is nO! aWafe of il. And thue an: counlless ,imilar examples., 
wh ich I will p .... oye.. [Fo..rlh Ob;tcliocms, CSM n • sol 

A. to Ihe fact Ih.lhen: can M norhing in the mind. in so far •• i. i ••• hink· 
ing Ihin" of which it i. nol aware •• his J«mS 10 me .0 be .df·evidtnt. For 
then: i. nothing that we can understand to be in Ihe mind, n:ga.ded in this 
way, Iha. is not a thought or dependent on a thought. If il were not a 
ihoughl or dependent on a thought i. would 1>0< be:long.o.he mind q_ 
thinkinglhing; and Wf: cannot haYe any though. of which we an: nol 

awan: a. 1M yery mOmenl when it'il in u • . In y~ of thi.l do 1>0< doubt 
thaI the mind begin. 10 Ihink .. lOOn as i. i. implanted in Ihe body of an 
infant. and Iht il is immedialely 'wlre of ill lhoughc.. even though i, 
doe. not r.memM. this aft ...... ards because the impn:Slion. of th_ 
th<>llghts do n<>tn:m.in in the memory. 

BUI it must be n<>!ed thl!, alth<>llgh we are .lway' .aulUt aWI« of the 
ICIS o. operations of our minds, we"« 1\01 al ways aw,« of the mind', 
bruin,.. or PO""''''' u~ potentiaUy. By .his I mean lhal wMn we con­

I O. M<d "'. P j) . 
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l;enu.te on employinll One of Our facuhies, then immediau:ly, if the 
faculty in q~tion rcsidn in our mind, we become actually aware of it, '47 
and hence we lIlay deny that it is in the mind if We are neM ajnble of 
bccomingawareofit. (Foltrth Repliu: CSM U 171-1] 

• • • 

By 'thinking' you may mean that you undc"tand and will and imagine 
and have ..,nArions, and that you think in >IIch a way that you can COn· 
templale and consider your thoughl by a r.flexive act. This would mun 
that .... hm you think, you know and ronWkr that you arc thinking (and 
thit is ruUy .... hat it is 10 ~ronsdous .nd to have conscious a .... aren.uof H4 
.... me activity). Such colLICioulnesS, you claim, i. a property of a faculty Or 
thing thaI i. superior 10 maner and i ..... holly Ipiritual, and it i. in this 
srn.., that you Ire' mind or a .pirit. This claim is one you have not made 
~fote, but which should have bern made; indeed, [oftm wanted 10 lug-
gest it .... hen [ l aw your method Arugling ineffectively 10 bring it forth. 
But the claim, although .... ItM. i. nothing " ...... , since ..... all heard it from 
our u:achc .. loRJI ago, and ,hey heard it from ,hc;r .cachers, and 10 on, I 
would think, right back toAdam. (StwN/h Ob;ecriOlu: CSM II 3'41 

My critic flY' that to mabIe a oubstance to M superior to maner and 
whoUy spiritual (and he insi,lS on u. ing the lerm 'mind' only in this re­
m-iacd ..,n.sc), ;t i, not sufficient for i. '0 .hinl<: it is further required .ha. it 
dIould think that it is thinking, by rncans of a reflexive act, or that it 
should have ..... areness of its own thought. This is as deluded as our brick­
la~r's flying that a person who is ,killed in architecture must employ a 
reflexi¥. act to pond.r on the fact that M h., thi .. l<ill befort he an be an 
architect, It may in fact ~ lhat all architects fu.qucntly reflect on the f.ct: 
that they have this ,kill, or at least arc capable of so refkcring. BUI it il 
obvi<Ns that an archi.ect don no. n~ to perform this rcf1cxive .ct in 
order to be an architect. And equally, this kind of pandenns Or refkcriRJI 
illl<M required in order for a thinking subS!an~ to be superior to manit. 
1M initial thought by means of .... hich ..... become a .... are of sOmething 
don II<M differ from Iht scrood thoughl by m.ans of .... hich we become 
' ..... re Wt we """'" awa,c of it, any rna,e than thilllttond thoughl diffe .. 
from tM third thoughl by means of .... hich we become aware .hll .... e .... ere 
.w.'" that We Were a ..... re. And if it it con«dcd that a corporeal thins has 
tM lirst kind of th.ought, then there is not the slisht .. t rellOn to deny that 
it un hlYe the second. Accordingly, it muS! be stressed thll my critic com­
mits a much more dangerous error in Ihis respect than docs the poor 
bricklayer. He rmKIvn the.1\IC and most clearly intelligible feature .... hich 
diffe""tialn ,,"rporeal things from incorporeal ones, vito that the l.ner 



" 
think, but IlOl the former; .ne! in;1$ pl~(c Ill- $Ubsrirules a lea,ure which 
gnnol in any way ~ rqardfd as nKmial, namely ,hal incofJlO.nl 
,hings reflect on <Mit ,hinking. bur corporul ones do nOI. Hence he don 

);60 tYl"f)'thing he <;an I(> hin<kr Oil. undemanding of the rul distinction bo­
tween the human mind and the body. 

[The piut of !WI'\") 

Next you introduce the example of ,h. wax, and you spo:nd IoOIm lime 
explaininglhat the oo-alled accidents of the wax arc 01>( ,hil\i. and lhe 
wax itself, Dr lubs,ance of , .... wax, i •• nother. You say ,hOI in oro:\n to 
have a diorina po:=prion of ,h. wax i, .. 1f or in substance ~ n«d only 
the mind or intellect, and no! .. n •• lion 01" im.pnation. ' But m. fil'$ ' poin! 
;1 juS! what evcryoM commonly asoe.u, vil. th.1 Ih. COIKCpl of the wu 
or its IUbs."""" can be .bstracted from the conapu of its .ccidm ... 8u[ 
docs Ihis r.ally imply tha'lh •• ubnarn;c or n.Nre 0/ the wu;. itself di.­
tinctly colICeived? Besides ,h. rolouI, the .hapc, Ihe f~e!lh" il can melt, 
riC. we coIICeive mal mere i. someming which i. me ..,hice! of the a<.:ei­
denl' and chanses we ob$t"rve; bUI whallhi. lubject is, Dr what ilS naCure 
i" we do not know. This alway. elude. U'; and ic i.only. kind o f coni«­
lure Ihac leads u' 10 mink thac chere mUll be: something undcrnulh 1M 
accidrnu. So I am amazed 01 how you can oay Ihal ona the fot .... have 

'11 bc:c:n 'Iripped 011 like clothes, you perceive more perfCClly and evidenlly 
whlllhe wax is. Adminedly, you perceive Ihar che wax Dr in ..,bsllnu 
muSI be oomcching Over and above such rorms; bUI whallhis Klmcching is 
you do ROlperttive, unlns you are misluding UI. For Ihil 'something' is 
110'1 ~uled 10 you in rhe way in which a man can be .... ul.d when, .ft« 
finl of alllCCing juS! hi. hal and garmenlS, we men remove Ih. clolh", 00 
as co 6nd oul who Ind whal he is. Moreover, when you mink you oome­
how perceivelhi. urwkrlying 'oomelhing', how, may l .. k, do you do oo! 
Do you n<>lperccive i\ as oomething .pread oul and extcndedl For you do 
not conceive 0/ il as a point, allhough il is Ih. kind of Ihing whooe exlen­
sion expands and COIllracu. And linc. Ihis kind 0/ extension is ROI infinite 
bUI has limin, do you ROI conceive 0/ Ihe Ihing •• having SOme kind 0/ 
. hapel And when you seem as il ~re 10 ICC ;1, do you !"lOt atueh 10;1 SOme 
son of co!ou r, ,IMiI not a disrir>CI one? You anainly lak. il.n be some' 
thing more solid, and so more vi.ible, Ihan, mere void. Hence even your 
'understanding' fUm, oullo be some son 0/ imagination. 1/ YOU"y you 
concein of me wax .part from any extCIIlion, sh.pe Or colour, Ihen you 

I a..booe PII. 10- • • 
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mUll in aU honn<y tell us what loOn of conttplion you do have of it. 
What you have 10 "'-y about 'men whom we $«, or !'(r«ivf wim the 

mind, when we make oul only their hals Or dnalu' does MoOI show Iha, it is 
lhe mind ralher Ihan Ihe imagination thaI makes judgements. A dog. 
which you will nol allow 10 POS""" a mind like yours, «nainly makes a 
simil .. kind of judgfmenl when il Kf5 nol its mUler bUI . imply his hal or 
dothC'!. [odeed,"en if Ih. master i. OIanding or silling or lying down or 
~ining or crouching down or mttched OUt, the dog still alwaYI 'eros­
nizn Ih. mailer who can exill under alilhesc forms, tven lhough [ike me 
wax , he does not kttp lhe same proportions or al ways appC'u under OM 17) 
form rather than another. And when a dog chase. a hare that is running 
away, and Kf5 it firsr intao;t, tken dead, .nd afrerwards skinned and 
chop!'(d up, do you suppow that he does not think it is the ume hare? 
When you go on 10 say that the !,(rct"ption of colour and hardneu and 50 
on is 'nol vision Or touch but is purely mental KTUtiny', [acceptthi., pro­
vided the mind is no. I.ken 10 be really diSlinCl from the imaginative 
faculty. You add thai this scrutiny 'can be im!'(dect and confused or !'(r-
feet and distinct depending on how urefully we ron«mrate on what the 
wax consilts in'. But this does not .how Ih.t the Knltiny made by the 
mind, when ;1 rxaminn Ihit myotetious IoOmtthing th.1 eIUts OVer and 
above alltbe forms, constilUtcs dea r and distinct knowledge of the wax; i. 
show., rather, that such knowledge is COnstiNled by the scrutiny made by 
the senses of aU lhe possible accidents and changes which the wax is 
cap.ble of taking on. From these we ,h.ll «rtainly be able 10 amye at a 
conception and explanation of whal we mean by the term 'wn'; bUllhe 
alleged naked, or ralher hidden, .ubstance is oomcthi"3 Ihat we can 
neither ourxlvcs conaive nor explain 10 OI:hen. 

[Fifth Ob;ecriOl'" CSM)( 1'9-91 J 

He .. , as frequenlly elsewhe .. , you merely show that you do nOl have an <}s,) 
a<icquale undemanding of whot you uc trying 10 criticiu. I did IlOl 
abstraCl the cor>«pt of th( wu from the COIlct"p1 of iIS a.:adenIS. R..;albel, I 
wanled to show how th~ subs"n" of the wu il ~ealed by mean. of iIS 
ae<:idf:nt., and how a .. nective and distinct!,(Iccption of it (Ihe loOn of 
pef«p<ion which you, a f1m, ... em nn~r'o hay~ had) difk .. lrom Ihe 
ordinary confuoed perception. I do not...., whalargument you arc rclyin. 
On when youl.y il down ... «nain thOl a dog makes discrimin:lting judge-
menU in the ",-me way as we do. Seeing !hata dog is made of flesh you peT_ 
haps Utink Ihal everything which i. in you aloo "';$111 in the dog_ BUI I 
oboe"", no mind al all in Iht dog, and htn.tt belicve ...... is nothin,lo be 
found in .. dog Ihat resembles .... things I r«Ogniu in a mind. 

(Fifth RepUeJ: CSM " ~481 
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[ON MEDITATION THREE) 

[/"nate ideas] 

You next distinguish idea. Iby wnicn you mun thoughu in ~ far as tMy 
are like images) inlo three cla..a: innate, adventiliou. and made up, [n 
lbefim class you put 'your undcmandingolwhat a thing is, whal truth is 
and whal lhought is', [n Inc s«ond class you put 'your hearillJl a noi ... , 
otting Ihe sun and le..lillJl a fire'. And in Ihe Ihird clu, you PUI 'your 
inven led idea 01 sirm. and hippogrilu'. You add thaI all your ide .. may 
!Krhapo be advenliliou. or Ihey may all be innale or all made Up, sinee you 
hayc nol a. yet clearly perceived th';r origin.' BUI in CI.'It some fallacy 
should creep in before you have managed 10 perceive 1M origin of your 
ideas,l.hould lik. 10 go furcher and nol. that all idea. oeem to be advmli-

180 tioul - 10 pr<>«(d from Ihingo which (XiiI ouuide Ihe mind and come 
under one of our 'ltn...". The mind h .. 1M faculty lor u IMr is il'ltlf tM 
faculty) of perceiving .d.enciliou. ide .. - those which il r«';ves through 
lhe ... "..." and which arc tran.mined by Ihingo, 11 ..... idea. , 1 say, .re quile 
un"domedand distinct, .nd are rec';ved jUI1 exactly a. Ihey are_ BUI in 
addilion 10 Ihis, th. mind has the laculty of puning lhese ideas together 
and ... parating Ih.m in urious w.ys, of enlarging them and diminishing 
lhem, 01 comparing them, and ~ on. 

He""" Ih. Inird class 01 id .... at any rate, is nol distinct from Ihe 
... cond. For 1M ide. of a chimera i, simply Ihe idea of the Mad of • lion, 
Ihe body of a goal and Ihe lail of a ... rpenl, oul of which 1M mind pUll 
logether one idea, allhough Ihe individual .lementl are adventilious. 
Similarly the idea of a giam, Of a man supposed to be :u big :u a mountain 
or the whole world, i. merely advmtitious. It i. IM iclt. of. man of ordi­
nary size which Ihe mind mlarges al will, .hhough the more the idu is 
enlarged the more canfu....:! Ihe C<>f>Upl:ion Meome •. Again the idea of. 
pyramid, or 01 a 10wn, or of something el ... which we have D01: so lar ..... n, 
iI .imply the advmoow idea of a pyumid Or lown or something el ... 
which we have ..... n, with the form somewhat modified SO that the idea is 
repeated.nd rearranged in a fairly confu ... d way. 

" 



A, lor the lorm, which you oay arc innale, there do not 5«m 10 be any: 
whalrler icka. arc said to belong 10 this calegory also appnr 10 ha~ an 
Uttmal origin . •. You .hould also have raise.:! and answered, amongsl (d)} 
CKhcr Ihings.lhe question of why a man born blind hal no idea of colour, 
Or a man born deaf hu no idea of sound. Surely this i, be.;auK Htemal 
objects havc not bttn able to tnn.mit any images of themKlves 10 the 
minds of such unforrunates, beaUK the dooll have been closed Jin<:e 
birth , and there have alway, betn barriers in place which have prcv .... l~ 
these images from entering. [Fifth Objecrio"" CSM II I,S, 19') 

I am amazed al the Ii"" of a.gumen, by which you try mprove that all Our ()hJ 
ideas arc ad~nririou. and ,hat none of lhem arc oonSlrua~ by us. You 
oar that the mind has the faculty not jus, of ~rceivillfl ;ad~ntiriOUl icku 
but also 'of puning lhem logether and oeparating them in various ways, of 
enlarging them and diminishing them, of comparing them and SO on'. 
Hcna: you conclude thai the ideas of chimeras, whieb the mind makes up 
by the p~ of puning together and separalillfl elC., arc not constructed 
by the mind bUI a.e adventitiou •. By this argument you co.uld prove thai 
Pruittlcs never made anplaNes on the ground. thaI he: did not get from 
within himKlf Ihe marble from which he s.culpt~ them; or you could 
prove that you did not p.oduce tl>nc objection. on the groIInds thll you 
composed them OUI of words whic:h you acquir~ from ",hen rather than 
inv .... ling them yollt"M'lf. But in faC! the form of a chimera does not consisl 
in the pan, of the goll 0. lion, no. docs the form of your objection. 
con';$! in the: individual word. you have use.:! ; IMY both consisl 
limply in the faa that the elemenu are pUllngethe. in a certain way .. _ 

In addition lothe arguments which I PUI forward apinst myself and Ie- {)6J} 
luled, you . uggeJt the following: why illhere no icka of colour in a man 
born blind, and no idea of sound in a man born ckafl He.e you show 
plainly tbat you have no lellingargumcnu 10 produce. How do you know 
thai thert: is no idea of colour in a man born blind? From time 10 time We 
lind in OUr own case that even lhoush we dO$<: our eyes, SCl1sation. of 
light and colour art: I"I(verlheles. afOUKd. And rI .... if we granl ",hat you 
51y, thO$<: who deny the existence of material things may JUS! II _II anri­
bunt,~ .bsena of ideas of colour in the man born blind 10 the faa that 
his mind lacb the faculty for formiog Ihem; Ih..is is justlJ reasonable II 
your claim Ihat he does not have Ihe ideal bc<:aUK he is deptived of sight. 

[Fifth Replies: CSM II 'So-I J 
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[The idea of God] 

When I think of a man, lam . "'au of an id~. or im.ge mad. up of. «r­
toin .ha~ and 001011.; and I an doubt whC1h.r this image;. th.1ihnm 
of. man or not. And 1M urn •• ppli .. when r think of ,h •• ky. Wlw:n I 
think of • chimera, I am oware 0/ an idu or an image; and I can bt in 
doubt a. [0 wMther it i. the liken ... of • non-exi,ten, anim.1 which il 
ClIpablc of existing. or one which mayor ma y not have . >rioted or some 
previous tim •. 

But when Ith in k o / an angel. what come, to mind i. an image, now of a 
fi.me, now of a ~,uliful child with winll"; J reeiOUfO that this image has 
no likeness to an angel, and ben« that it is not th. ide. of an angel. BUl l 

t80 believe th.llh ... ue in..;.;bl. and immoterial cre.lu ... who Krve God; 
and .... e giveth. name '.ngel' to thil thing "'him w. believe in, Or "'pposc 
to exisl. BUI the ide. by meanS o f whid! I imagin~ an angrl is oompoKd o f 
,he id~ .. of viiib'" ,hings. 

In ,I>c sa"", way ... ·e h.v~ no idea Or ima~ corresponding ,0 ,ho sacred 
name of God. And ,hi. is why we are forbidden to worship God in ,he 
form of an ima~: for orh~rwi5e "'. migh, ,hink ,ha, w. were conceiving 
of him who is incapable of being oona:ived. 

h K'Cmo, ,hen, ,hat ,h • .., i. no ido" o f God in u •. A man born blind, who 
h .. on.n appmached Ii .. and f~1t 1>0., recognizes .ha. 'Mre i. """",thing 
whid! make> him ho, ; and when h. hun Iha,lhi. is called 'fir.' h. ron­
dudes thaI Ii«: .,.im. But he does nO! koo ... · wha, shape o. colour fire h .. , 
and has absolutely 00 idea o. image of ~re ,ha, com .. before his mind. 

·The lam. applies ,0 a man 1011>0 recogniz .. ,h,,, Ih.,. mul! be some caUK 
of his images or ideas, and ,hat this .au"" mUSt have a prior cau"", and SO 
on; h. is finally led to ,he supposition of so"'" eternal CaU"" which neve. 
began ,0 exi" and h<tt~ canoo, have a cau"" prior '0 it""U, and he ron· 
dudes tha, something e,e.nal must n« .. sarily exiS! . BUI he ha, 00 idea 
which he can oay i. the idea (If thor etetnal being: he merely giv .. the na"", 
'" label 'God' to 1M thing that h~ believes in, or acknowlcd~s to exist. 

Now fmm th~ premi .. thaI "'e hav~ an idoa of God in our soul, M. 
Descan .. proctcrls to prove Ihe thcorem Ihat God (thai is. the .upremcly 
wi .. and powe.ful Crea,Or of ,h. world) ui"s. Bu, h. ough' to h",·. givm 
a bener e,.planarion of this 'idea' of God, and he should have gone on ,0 
deduce nol only th. exi".""e (If God bur al"" ,be creation of ,h. world. 

IThird Ob~~r;OI": OM " '~6-71 

tSt Here my critic wants ,h. ,erm 'idea· to be ,,,k.n to rder simply to the 
imag .. of mat.rial .hingi ",hid! arc depicted in the corporeal imagin­
ation: and if ,his is gran.ed, it i. e.sy for him to pro •• th.,there",n bc no 
propel ide. of an angol or of God. Ru! 1 make it quile dear in ""v~ral 



The idtll of God •• 
pIaca tllrou~' dw: book, and in this punv in panicular, thu I am 
tWill dw: WO«!'idra' to rtfn to wllat~, i. Im-cu.tHr po:tai ,cd by !be 
mind. For tUm"k, w'- I want sonotdlillJ, or am afraid of sornedrin&.l 
simliltantou.1y jH!IOxI'c Utat l wanl, or am Ifraid; and thil iI wily I count 
~ition Ind ff:lr III'IOtII my ickas. I IISfd me, word 'kin' buall$C: i,w •• me, 
lhIndard philotop/licalltTm IISfd to ,dc, to dK formJ of po:eaplion 1M:­
IonainJ to me cliriM mind, ~n though _ ICcogniu d"1 God don not 
pelleU any corporeal imagilUlion. And bniOes,tllere wa. not any more 
Ipproprilte lum u my dispaul. IllIink I did give I fuU o:no\Ish upl • • 
nation to Ihe idclI of God to .. ti.1y Ihose who Irc prepared 10 Inend to my 
meaning; I "nnot: pnIlibly uti.1y those who prefn 10 .nribulc • different 
lellie 10 my words ,han the OM I intended. As for IIIe C(lmmenllt dKcnd 
rqardifIJ lllc aeacion of die worlel, Illi s il quile i.relevanl. 

[Tbird A~~J: O M tJ 11.7-1) 

• • • 
You d.im thu dle.e is in tile 00 of an inliniu: God I!IOR objo«tivc realif)' (186) 
mall in the ida of I finiu: thing' Bul lim of.11, dK hllman inu:llta is not 
CIIp.ble of collairing of in6nif)', Ind lima il Mitbef 11.1 nor can contml· 
piau: any idoe. representing an .infinite tIIin5- Hm« if ~IDCIODI: call1lOlDC-
Will 'inliniu:' lie anribllrn to a thinl which lie don not p.p a label 
which lie don not unden""'d. For juSt II the Ihing exurwil bc)'(MId lOY 
"up of II lie can han, so the negation of alimit wt.idllle an';I>\IU:llo its 
elItension il not: undentood by him, ,in« hil intdHvna il .Iwa,.. con· 
fined witllin KIfIle limit. [Fi{tb ObitllK>NJ: O M JI 100) 

You IIY: '1/ ~mco"" callI somcthing"inliniu:", lie Inribuln to a IlIifIJ 
whid! lie don not: grasp a I.bel which he docs not uncXntlnd: Here you l'S 
fail to distinplilll bnwttn, on me one hand, an undenWldinl which is 
suiwllO tM Kale of OUt intdJm: (and eadI of III knows by his own cxpm. 
en« quite well milM has this son of undcrslandifIJof the in6niu:) and, 
on tM other hand, I fully adeqlUt.C c:onaption of lIIinp (and no _ bas 
this IOn of conapcion either of the inMitr Of of .nrthiDa die, ho"'"tt 
omall il 11U11 be). Moreover, it is false dill 1M inlinile is ... no;kh'ooc! 
throup the ncption of a bowwiary or lim;' ; on .... COfIUary, aU lilDi· 
Illion imp/iell ""Poon ohbc infiniu:. [Fi{tb 11:.p1ils: CSM II 1S 1) 

• • • 
From the idu of a luprC1lle bein .. whid! you maintain is qllilr inaopabk 
of oriJinatifIJ from 1ou, yo ... venture to infer thaltMre mUll ntenlarily 
u iu I lu preme beinll who alone can be the ori"n of th il ide. wh icll 

, A.bo><o p • • t . 
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appears in your mind. \ How.v~r, "'e can find simply ",ithin ourselvcs a 
, ufficien, basi. for Our ability to form the .aid ilko, .ven ,uppooing ,hal 
1M IIIP~1m Ming did no! .xiS!, 0. that wc did not know tha. h. exi ... and 
never thought obout hi, exilling. For ,u~ly I can r.tt that, in 50 far OJ I 
think, I hove some degr« of perfection, and henet ,hal Ofhe" bnidn 
myodf hovc 0 .imilar degr« of perfe<:tion. And thi, giv .. 1m ,he basi, fOr 
thinking of on indefinite numMr of dogr ... ond thu. positing highe, and 
higher degrees of perfection up to infinity. Even if IM~ w.~ jill! one 
degr .. 01 Mat or light, I could olways imagi ... funM. degrttO and con­
tinu. the proc .. , of addition up to infinity. In the ... me way, I con .u~ly 
take a given degr« of being, ",hich I perceive within my .. U, ond add on a 
funM. <kgr .. , and thus conmUCI the idea of 0 perl .. t being from all.M 
dc:gr ... which are tapable 01 Ming added On. You uy, how.v.r, thO! an 
effect conno! pos.., .. any degr« of •• ality or perlC"Ction that "''' no< p~­
violl.iy presem in ,he .:ause. But ...... r.tt Ihal flies and olher onimals, ond 
also plams, arc produ",d from Slln and rain and eanh, which lack Iii •. 
Now lilc is 50melhing nob!..r Ihan any merdy corporeal grade of MinS; 
and hence il docs happen Ihalan effect may deri'·e from i15 cau.., SOme rc-

I ~~ ality which is nevertheless 1101 prCSCllI in th. call..,. BUlleaving thi. aside, 
Ih. idea of a perfect Ming is nOlhing mo~ than a conceptualcmiry, which 
hal no more nobility than your own mind which i, thinking. MOffllver, il 
you had nm grown up among educated people, but lIad 'p<"nl YOllr C1lli~ 
Iifc alone in SOIm dc:serted ,pot, how do you know thallh. idea would 
have COme to you? YOII deriv.d th is idea from .arlie. preconceplion., or 
from books 0. from discu .. ion with fri.nd. and so on, and nO< ,imply 
from you. mind or from an .xisting supreme Ming. So a d .... r proof 
need. to M provided Ih .. Ihis id.a rould nol M p",,,,m wilhin you if a 
Iupr."", being did nol exist, and when yOIl have provided ii, w •• h.11.11 
surrender. However, Ih. facllhat Ih. natives of Canada, ,he Huron. and 
o<her primi.ive peoples, have no aWartn ... 01 any ide. 01 this SOrt seems 
10 establish .hal the idea don (",Orne from previoll,ly held no<ions. It il 
even pos.ible lor you 10 form ,he ilka from a p. tviouo rumination of ro.­
po~allh;ngo, so Ihat your idea would ",fer 10 nothing bllllhio corporeal 
world, "'hid! in-clud... every kind of pe.fC"Ction that can M thought of by 
you. In Ihat case you could not inf.r lhe ui'l.nc. of anything Myond an 
IItte.ly pedC"Ct (",Orporeal being, unless you were 10 add """"thing funher 
",him lih. u. up 10 an incorporeal Or .piritual plane. W. may add Ihat you 
can form Ih. idc:a of an angd jUII . s you can form Ih. ilk. 01 a ,"p~m.ly 
perfect being; butlhi. idea il nOl produced in you by an angel, allhough 
lhe '"8~I;, mortp<"r!",,' than YOIl. BII. in laC! you do no. ha •• the ide. of 
God, jUI<" you do nor have th. ide. of an infini •• nurnMr or an in6nite 
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Ii"" (even if yOIl may havt tbt ,du, tht numller is still impossible). Mor¢· 
ovu, tht idea of the unity and simpliClly of One pc'ri«lion tbal includes.11 
others amn me.dy from an opc'rotion of the r¢asoning imell«l, in tM 
.. "'" way a. th ..... univrrul uni.ic. wh ich do not u;'. in realif)' bu. 
merely in .1Ie intell«l (as can k seen in tht case of g.""fi( unity, tran,ccn' 
denIal unity, .ndsoonJ. lSecm,dObju,im .. , CSM II BB-9J 

Whcn you s.y .hot we an find ~im ply wi,hin Ollndvt$ a SlIffie;'n. basis 
for fonning th. idu of God, you. claim in no way differs Irom my Own 
view. I upressly said atthc end of the Third M.ditotion that 'this idc:a is 
innate in me" - in other words. lhal it oom .. to me hom no olhe. sou"e 
than myoclf. 1 concede .1", th.t 'we could form Ihis ide. even .upposing 
thaI we did nol know thaI II. •• uprem. being oxim'; bur I do nol agree 
tha, Wt could form th. idea 'even supposing that the 5Uprem. being did 
no. ui,,·. On the conttary, I poinled oul th.lthc whol. for"" of th. argll' 
mem lies in the factth", i, would b<: impouible for"", 10 have ,h. power 
of forming this idc:. unlo" I wer¢ cr¢altd by God. 

Your remark. about Aies, plann elC .. do not go to show thatth .. e Can I H 
1M. " deg= of pc'.f«lion in lhe elf..:t which wu nOi previously present in 
the cause. For, .ince animal. lack r •• son. il i, «nain that they have no 
pc.f«lion which i, not also prCS<nt in inanimate bodies; or, if they do 
have any such pc'rf.ctions, it i. certain that they derive them from some 
othtr IOtI"C, and thaI Ihe ,un, th e rain .nd II.. unh are not adequate 
ClUloCS of anim.I •. Suppo;c SOlmono don not di",crn any cause cooper-
ating in th. prOOUClion of a Ay whi<:h posses," all tht degrees of pc'tf«· 
lion possesocd by the Ay: sUPpose' furthe.thaT he i, not .lIre whelh .. th,r, 
;s any additional nuse beyond Ihose "'hi,h he does di",ern: it .... ·ould k 
quile irrational for him 10 tah this OS a basis for doubting IOmething 
which, as 1 shan shonly explain al I(ngth,;s manifesl by the very light of 
nature. 

t would .dd tha, Ih~ claim r"",rding Aies i. bue:d on a considtrotion 
of mat~ri~1 things, and..., it rould not occur to Those who follow my 
M"ditation, and dirul thtir thought .w.y from the: Ih ings whid> "e 
pcr""ivablc by .ho sen..,. wi,h thc aim of philooophizing in an 
orderly mann~r. 

As for yourulling tht idu of God whICh is in us. 'con""ptual "ntilY', 
Ihi, is not a compelling obiccrion. If by 'conceptual ~ntity' i. meant some:­
thing which don nOl ""ist, il i. nol true th.t the ide:a of God i. a con",,?" 
tllal,mity in Ihi. OCII .... It i, true: only in lhe scnse in wh ich e:\'e:ry opc'ralion 
of the inle:ll«l i, a concepTual e:ntiTy, Ihal is, an enlity which has ju origin 
in though,; and indttd ,his en.i .. univr l'K can be said 10 be an entity orig· 

,A ...... p.Jj. 
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;naung in God', tho~gh', , h .. 1$, an <nlily <"",t'd by" sinSlc aCt of the 
diviM mInd, "10' '''''0' I h",'. already ;n."t.d in vario", plo," that I am 
(\cahng merely w;.h 'he "bl"" '-' l"",f.."ion o' ... Ii.y of an idea; .mI this, 
no leloS than the ob]<olv< ;"",cacy in ,he i<lto of . machine of vcry ingen;· 

13.1 oUI d.,,!;n, ""Ill"., " ca u .. "'hieh c,mta;ns in r •• lity what ...... is ron· 
" ,n.d m .. rdy obj"",;,'.I)" in ,h. id ... 

I do nol ~ "'h., I can add to mah it an)' de,,,, ,II" rhc ide. in 
q""sriOfl could nOl. b. prtstm 10 my mind links" su preme being . ~iil""'. 
I c.n only .. )' that ;, d."rnd, on the rcador: if h •• ,.,"''' ca rdully to ",·h.t 
I have wrinen lie shou ld Ix: able 10 fr •• him .. lf from the p.eco"".ind 
opinion' wh ich may be . d ip,;ng his n.tu .. llight •• nd [0 .ccuslom him­
.. If 10 bdivinll in ,h. primuy nmion., wh ich 3 .... 3S eviden t .nd ,rue 31 
anything can be, in pref ... n,. ,0 opinion, which , .. obocur. and 101 ... , 
. lbeit fi~cd in ,he mind h Inng h. hi •. 

Th. /a,. ,hal ·,h .. e i, nmh,ng in ,he dim whICh .... ~ nIX prc'·io .. ~lf 
pr.-scn. in .h. '"">C, ei.her in, ,imiIJT(>f ,n. hi!)her form' ,s' p.imary 
no, ion which i. os de ..... ny th.t we ha"e; it is iu,[ the ,arne., ,ht 
common notion 'NOlhing Como. from no.hing." for if we .dmit .h.t .here 
is something in ,he effect thot waS not previously pr . .. ", in the C.,,"', we 
shall .1>0 have to .dmit th" this something wa, produced b)' nOfhing. 
And the .. a,On why ...... hing (annot be the """" 01 • • hinlf i, ,impl )' ,h •• 
• nch • c.u .. would not contain the .ame fe Olure-; .. . re found in the 
effect . 

I! is al50 a prim'rJ-' nmion thai ',11 the r • • lily Of pc rf«tton which i, 
pre .. nt in an id • • merely obiectivel)' mOl" h. p . .... "t in it> <:au .. either for­
mally Or emmcntly'.' This i, th.!Ok b .. i, for . 1I ,h. beliefs we h. ve ever 
had .bout Ih •• ~ is tonc. of 'hings l<>CIted ou t,id. our mind. For wh.t 
co"ld 'vcr h ... I.d '" to .uspect th .. ,,,,,h 'hing. n ist ,f not [1M: ,impl. 
factlh", id .. , of th .. e Ih ing ..... h our mind by me.n, of th. ",n .... ? 

Thooc who glVe th. matter their c.fCful , "ontion and spend lim. medi­
lating with me will d.arly S~ that [her. is within uS.n ide. of •• up ...... 
mel )' powerful and perfoct boins, and also [h., th. objecli," .. . Iily of [hi, 
ide. C. nnO' be found in us, ci[her formally o r emu"'''II}. I canno[ for~ 

J 36 ,h iS lru,h on my ruders ,f .hey 3re laty, since it depends wlel)· on their ex­
ercising ,helf own power< of ,hough,. 

(Obieaiue rt~IJI)' 1 

What is '"hieCl" " h.;ing in Ihe intdtm" Accurding [0 ,..hat I was ,"ughl, 
th is i~ 'impty [he de'enni" ., ion of an ,c, of the imcllcCl by mean. of an 
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" 
obi«!. And ,hi, i. m~rdy an (~lranrou51akl ",hich add. nOlhing to the 
thing iueif. Just .s '~jng Sttn' i, nolhing OIher Ihan an act of .i.ion al· 
tributable 10 myself, 10 'being thought of'. or h.ving obieaive being in the 
intellect, i, 'imply a thought of the mind whICh 5to", .nd lerminOln in the 
mind. And ,his can OCCU r without any mOvemenl or change in th • • hing 
itloClf, and indw:! without th. thing in qUCSlion ex;.ting .1 alL So why 
should [ look for a cause of something which i, not actual, and which;5 
simply an empty lalxl, a oon-entity? 

'N.venh.less', u ys Our ingenious .uthor. 'in o.dr, for a given idu to 

contain >uch and such obj«live reality;1 mu" ,urely derive i. hom SOme 
cause," On the contrary, Ihi. requires no cause; for obieaive re.lity i. a 
pIlrt' label, not anything actual. A ca use imp.zns 0<IfTI< rul and actual 9J 
inftuence; but what dOH nOf actually e>risr canno! r:ah on anyming, and 
$0 docs nO! rccei".. or reqllire any actual call$O.l infl..".",t. He,,", though I 
have ideu, Ihtre i. no call"" for ~ idtu, It. al~ """" cau"" which is 
gn-altr Ihan I am, or which i. infinitt. [Fitst ObitctUlns: CSM u 66-71 

Now I wrote Ihat an idea is the thing ..... hich i. 'hought 01 in $0 far ,,. it has 
objeai"c Ming in tht imelle<:t. Bill 10 gi~e "'" an opponllnity of explain· 
ing Ih.,.., word. more deady Ih. obje<:lor pr.lendi 10 undemand Ihem in 
quil. a different way from Ihar in whid! I usn1tMm. 'Obje<:tiv. Ming in 
Ih. intdle<:t', h. says, 'i. simply th. de,e,minalion of an .ct of the inrelle<:1 
by muns of an obicC!, and this is merely an ""IUnCOUS laMI which adds 
nothing to th. ,hing ilsclf.' N(l{icc here tha, he is rduring to ,he ,hing 
ilsclf as if it were JoauN outside the imenea, and in this scnsc ·objeai". 
being in the ;ntelle<:t· is ccnainly an ""trancous label; but I wa. speaking 
of the idea, which is never outside the int.Il""I, and in this ""n SO ·objc<:tive 
being' .imply means being in th. inlell.<:t in Ihe way in which obj.ects arc 
normally there. For example, if anyone ask. what happens to Ihe .un 
Ihrough its Ming obje<:livdy in my intelle<:l, the bn, an.wer is that !lOlh· 
ing h.ppcn. 10 il beyond tht application of an . xlra!leOu. label which 
dotl indtt<l ·dc,.rminc an a<:t of ,h. in,clkct by means of an obj.ect'. But if 
tN: ql>ntion is aboul what tM idu of th.,un is, and we answcllhat it is 
IN: thing ..... hieh is dlOlIgh. of, in $0 for .. il hn obj...,tiv. being in me intel· 
lea, !lO on. ",;lItah this to M the sun i!Klf with this CJ<traneous Jabel 
applied 10 il. 'Obj.ective being in the inlen...,I' will n<H he .. "",an 'the de· 
terminalion of an .cl of the intell...,1 by "",an. of an obj.ect', but will sig­
nify Ih. object'. being in the int.II"", in th. way in which its objea, ... 
normally there, 8y this [ "",an Ihat Ih. idea of 'he sun i. 'he sun itscl/ ""isl­
ing in tN: intellea _ nO! of COUTK formally ""i'ling, as it does in ,he 
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"' 
ht~.tn'. but objectively uining, i.e. in tht way in I" hich obi«u normally 

103 arc in th. inldl~l. Now ,h" mod. 0/ being i. of rou .... much I .. , p<rf«l 
thn that poIsnsW by things ""h ich u isl out,ide ,h. im.lleel; bUI •• ' I did 
"'pl.;n , j, ;, noe Ih.rdo~ ,imply nOlhing.' 

r God, aI/rho. of my e;r;SUltu I 
H. goes 00: 'I should li k. to go funh .. and inq ui,.., ",h .. h •• I my stl f who 
h.ve ,hi. idea could u iS[ if no ... eh being u i"N' (that ;5, as h. '.ys iu~ 
bdo •• thi •. jf [her. d id not .,,is! 3 being from ,,-hom my ide. of a bting 
rno,," pt,f,,, than my ... l! p"""...j, ). H. gOM on: 'from whom, in th . t 
c, ''', would I de. ;vc my "Xi.lonee? From my..,tf, presum.bly. or from my 
palentsn, from OfMn ctc. Y .. if I (\cr;,·w my ni.tcnce from my .. lf, Ih..., 
I should neit her doubt nor w~n'. nor b ck . ny,!.ing at .11 ; fo r I should h. ". 
gil'en mywlf "n th. ptri«'ion. ,,( which I h."c .n~ idu, and ,hu. I should 
my sdf be God:' Bm if I d<ri.-. m)' .xis,.na ffom some o,her, ,hen if 1 
,ract tbe scri ... back J will .ven,ually com. 10 a bei ng .... bicb d •• iva in 
U;S1Cnct from itsclf; .nd 50 th. a.gumcn! b.re bea>mes ,he same as th" 
argument based o n ,h. SIIpposition ,hat I derive my exiu ena from 
myse lf. J This is exactly ,he same appro • .:h 3$ thOl taken b~ S, T!.om." h. 
calltd ,his .... ay ',h ..... ay b.sed o n ,h. C:lusalit~ of .h. efficien, (au",',' H. 
,ook I ...... gu"",,,, from A.istotl • . ahhough ncit ..... he no. Aristotle III.S 

bo,hered .bout tM C:lU~ of id .... And pe.h.ps they had no "",d to 1><; 
for c." I nUl ,.ke • much shone. and mo •• di,e<"! line of •• gumem? 'I am 
thinking, ,he.do •• I exi>!; ind«d, I . m ,hOugh, i,.d f, I am a mind, But 
,his mind .nd .hough, derives ilS ni"ence ei,h" f.om ;'self, o. from 
• ...,.her. If , he l."er, th.n ..... con.inue .0 repea. , he que"ion _ .... herc doc! 
th is other I><ing deri"e i .. e"istence from? And if the lo.me., il it de.iva it> 
e"i.rena from ilsel/, it i. God. Fo. wh .. den"" exi"e"a from it .. lf will 
with"ut dilficulty have .ndowN ; ... If with .11 .hings.' 

9.1 I beg .nd be~h our . utho. nOf '0 hide hi, mean ing from .... dc. 
who, t!.ough pe.haps Its! in.dligtn., is "SerlO lullo .... , Th. phu .. 'from 
;.",,11' has two sen,.,. . III the firs" positi"" ""lise, i. me.n, 'from i.self'l 
from a cau",,' . Wha , deri va uistence from i.",lf in ,hi. sen"" bes,ows ill 
own . "ist,n« on i. self; SO if by an act 01 prem,dilatN choic. it " .... to 
give i.sell ,,·h.t il desi' N, i, "'o uld und<.>Ubl,dl)' gi,'c i. sel f all things, ond 

, Mr<!, III, .bo.. p .• , . , MtJ, III, .110>. p. J'/' ,Cf. MtJ. llI •• "" •• p. j4. 
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God, author of my rx;.te1lce " 
.., would N God. BUI in tM >«ond. n.g.tiye $On$O. 'from it$Olr .imply 
mun. 'nOl from anothor'; and thi~. a. I.. as I ...... mboT. is the way in 
",·h;ch everyone t.kes the phra$O, 

But now. if something d.ri~ •• i .. oxi".net' from ;'$011 in the $On$O of 
'not from anO(her', how can We proye that this boing emb",<:es all things 
and i. infinite? This ' ;"'. I shall nOllinen if you say'lf i, dc:riv~ in exi,,­
.net' f.n", i<1oClf i, rould e .. ;ly have llivm it",lf all things.' For i, don nO! 
d.riv. rxi".net' Irom i, ,,,11 a. a ca u.." nor did ;, ex;" p.ior to i,..,II.., ,h., 
;, could choo.., in .dv.net' wh .. iT .hould .ubs.o'luontly boo 

(fiw Ob~a;o1lJ: CSM Jt 68-91 

At this poim my critic ha,. through hi' nee "i.'. de.ir. to bo kind to .... , 
pu, mc in an unlonun ... posilioo. For in comparing my argumcn, with 
0 ... takcn lrom 5t Thom. , .nd A.i.totle. h. s«m, to bo Ik",andingon ex· 
planation for ,h. fact ,h ... af ... ,urfing on ,ho ,ame .o.d as ,hey do, I 
have nOl k.pt 10 it in all fes~ls. Ho .... eve., I hope he "" ill allow m. 10 
.yoid commenting on ",·hat others have said, al'l<l.imply give an a<:ooum 
0/ what I have wTin. n my",lf , 

Firstly. Ihm, I did not bas.o my a.gument on Ih. /aCI th.t I ob .. rved 
th • .., '0 bo an o.d .. or .uc ..... ion of effici.n, c.u .... among th. obj«" 
pe.eeiv.d by th. $On ..... For 0"" thing. I ..,garded the exi".nee of God as 
much mo.., evidentth.n th. exi,t.nce of .nything that can N pe.eeived by 
tM ..,n..,.; .nd 10' .nOlh .. thing. [did no, think that.uch a mCtt .. ion 01 
cau, .. could l.ad m •• ny .... h.r •• xc.p' to a .uognilion of th. imperf.ction 
of my in,.llea, ,ince an infini,. chain of mch successivc £au,.. I.om cter· 
nity without any first (aU5/: is beyon.! my lra,p. And my inability to grasp 
it certainly does nO( emaillh.t Ihe .. mull be a lim ,au$O, any mo .. Ihan 
my inability to grasp the infinite number of divi.ions in a linil' qu.nlity 
entail, thai the.e i. an ultimate division boyond whi~h any furthe. 
division i. impos.ible. Alilhal follow. i.lnal my intellect, whi~h i, finile, 
doc. OOt enoompu.lhe infinite. Hence I preferred 10 u'" my own exi,,- t07 
enc ••• th. basi. of my aTlumen,. ,ince it don not dcp<nd on any chain of 
causes .nd is bone, known 10 m. th.n anything rI .. could pos>ibly boo 
And 'M question I askc<l concerning my .. lf was 00' wh .. was ,he cau .. 
th" o.iginally product'<! m •• bUI what i. ,h. cau .. Ihat p • ...., rv .. me at 
pr....,n ' . In ,h i. way I aimc<l '0 cscape the whol. i .. uc of ,h. fuccusion of 
,"u..,.. 

NexT, in inquiring ahom wha, c.u$Od me, [ was asking about my .. lf. 
001 in 10 lar as I consist of mind and body, but only . nd prKisely in $0 far 
a, I am a lhinking thing. This point if, [think, of considerable «levance, 
For such a proce<lure made it much easier for .... 10 frff mrSI'll from my 
prt'COnet'ivcd opinions, to ""cnd to Ihc lighl of nalu.e, to ask mYSl'l1 
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.. 
q..estion •• and 10 offirm w'I h «na;m~ that th~ .. can be nothing "" ithin 
me 01 which I am nOt in some ... ar . .... a re, Th,s i. plainly a qui,. dilt.rem 
.pproach from ol>scrving thai my hlh., b<goc me, inferring Iha' my 
grand father ~ot my fath .. , and in ,·trw ofth. impossibility o f going on 
Qd i~(inil~m in Ih. sca rch for p ... OIS o f p".nl>, bringing 'M inquiry to . 

close by deciding thaI thcr. is. fim <~usc. 
Morto~.r, '" inquiring .bout ... 1.., caused me I was nol sImply ,uking 

. oou. my..,lf., a thinking thing, principally and mOSI importanlly t wa. 
u xing .bout myself in ,0 far as I ob""rvc, among" my other thought., 
,h., ,hrr" is wi,hin me ,he ide. of . ,uprcmdy perf"" being. Th. whol. 
fore. of my proof depends 011 .hi, one I.c<. For, firstly, this ide. con •• in. 
the ~tlCC of GW, at lea" in w far 35 I am cap.bl. (>1 undcru.nding i., 
.nd .""o.ding TO ,he I.ws of ,rue logic, we mUI' nrH' .sl: .bou, ,he uijl-

108 ence of .n)',hin g un,il " 'r ~ ." umk ... . nd iTS ",,,,,occ.' S.wndly, i. il ,hi\ 
icit. which p .... icits me wi,h .h. opponuni,y of inquiring wh ... h .. I drri" 
my exi\.enc. I.om m)·""If. o. /'010 .nOlIl .. , and of recognizing my defcell. 
And , b"ly. it i. Ihi •• am. ide. which ,ho"'. me no. just Iha! I h,,"e a 
c.u ... , bu •• h .. ,hi. u u ... ron,ains c.cry perfection , and h,n« ,h.l i. il 
God .. . 

(. 011) Th . ..... 1<>10. ,,'ho a!lend only .o .he 1i, ... 1 and ",i", me. ning ol ,h. 
phrHc 'efficienl ..... u .. · and ,hul ,hink if i, impossiblc for any,lIing 10 be 
'he cau ... of " .. If. They do nOt S« that th'r< i. any pbco fo • • noth .. kind 
o f ,au« analogou, to an dficient (aU$<, and bene. when they ~y tlla. 
som", hing citri." its u i"enu '/.nm " .. W thfY no rmally mea n simply 
,h •• i, hos no c.uSt. But if they would 1001: •• the fo CTS Utbe. Ih.n the 
word, . they " 'ould re. dil )' ob .. ,.e ,lIl1 ,lie negali,c ""n .. of .h. phu .. 

J 10 ' from i ... 1f' com .. m ... ly from ,h. imperf ... ion of .h.llum an inl. n.", 
. lId h, no b .. is in .. "lily. liul.h ... is • ]>O.iti,·. ""n"" of th" phr."" which 
isderi,·.d from .h. IfU. n>tu'" of Ihings. and i, i.,lIi. Stn" alon. which is 
emplo)·.d in my a'gument. Fur <~ .mple. if we thin k that a gi •• n body 
ckrivcs il< n i"eou from i ... II. we may simply mc.n Ih", it h. no cau .. ; 
but our claim here i\ nO! b . .. d on any posili'e "'300n. but me .. ly ari ... in 
a n~gali"~ way from our ignorance of any ca ~",. y", ,hi. i • • kind o f 
impe.fcelion in us. as "'. " 'ill eu il y ..,. if w. consider Ihe foIl uwing. Th. 
"p'''''' divisions of tim. do nul dOJl'<"od on uch <>I h • • ; I.e",e ,h. b ct ,ha, 
thr body in '1"",ion is ,uppo .. d to h ... uis .. d ~p . iIl now 'from i,,,,lf', 
.hat i., wi,hom • cau ... is nO! ",f~ cicn' '0 10.1:. i. continue .0 nil! in 
lulU ... unless ,he .. i. oome ]>0"'.' in il,hal . s;1 \I"~" , .. , .. tes;1 continu­
""sly. Bu, when w. itt .h.t no such ]>0,,· .. ;.10 be found in ,h. id .. of a 
body, and ;mmcdia,d y condud. Ih .. ,II, body docs nol ckri •• its u in-
0"'" from i, .. lf, w. shallth. n be 13king th. ph." .. 'from i ... 1f' in the posi_ 
, Urn.II" .... ~ Rlu" ......... . .. if" .. (4" " r) un"I .. ·• 6 .. t uod. .. ""d ......... ;, ;. <qwid "'I' . 
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God, autho. of my uilttnu s, 

tin ""n"". Similarly, wh"" w( sa y th.t God d«ives his exi.t~ncc 'from 
him",,]f', w~ can undcnland thc phraS<' in thc n~g,,;,·~ senS<', in which e .... 
the meaning wi!! .imply M IhO! h .. has no caUS<'. But if we h.vt p,rv;ou.ly 
inquired inlO 1M cause of God', exiSling 0' continuing to OXill, .nd we 
a"end ' 0 .1\( immenS<' .nd ;n.compr.hen,ibl .. pow ••• ha. i, contained 
with in th. id •• of God, .hen w. will have !"tt08nile<l .h'llhis power is so 
exceedingly 8«'atlhat il is plainly Ih( caUS<' of his continuing exi51Cncc, 
and oolhing butthi. can b-e Ih~ cauS<'. And if ... ·c say as a ,csult Ih.t God 
deriv .. his exinenee from himS<'lf, we wi!! nO! M u.ing the phr.", in its 
neg,uiv .... n ... bUI in an abso\uldy pIlIi.ive S<'n",. Th .. r~ is no...-ed 10 say 
.ha, God i. Ih .. efIW:i .. nt cau", of him .. lf. for Ihi. mighl giv .. riS<' 10 a verbal I I I 
dispUI ... BUllh .. fact IhO! God d .. riv~, hi. exi"~nc .. from him"'lf, or h •• no 
,"US<' apart from himS<'lf, d.pends nOl" on nothing bu. on Ih. re.l immen· 
sity of hi, POW(f; Ilencc, when we perceive .his, we ate qui,e entided ,0 
think Ihl1 in a S<'n ... h~ sland. in the Ume rdation to him .. I! •• an d· 
ficiont cauS<' does 10 ill C"ff«l, and honee lhal h .. deri, '" hi. oxi'l .. nee from 
him ... ]f in th .. po,itiv .. ",n",. And oach on .. of us may a.k him ... lf wh"lhe, 
he derives hi. exislenee from him ... 1f in Ihi. sam .. ..,n .... Sin"" h .. will6nd 
00 powe, wilhin him ... lf which .ufficc. 10 p ....... rv .. him ev .. n for one 
momenl of lime, he wi!! be righl to conduck Ih.1 M derin. hi' exi .. en"" 
from .nolher being, and indeed .h'llhi. olhe' being ckriv .. ilS exi".ncc 
from ilsclf (lhu( i, no pIlIsibilily of .n infinite ,eg'en he,e, .incc th. 
question concctn5 the present, nOlthe past or th. futute). Indeed, [ " 'ill 
now add somclhing which I have nOt put down in wriling boefore, namely 
thaI th. cau", " 'e arriv ... 1 canOOI m .. rdy be • seconda,y cau",,; for ••• u", 
which p<.lIS«"" .uch great power that il can preserve something ,itualed 
ouui<k i! ... lf muS!, " (o.ri".;, p",,,,,rve i •• elf by ;1$ own po,,·e., and hCn« 
ckrive ;tS ui" .... "" from itsclf. 

[f im Rep/ie" CSM II 77-8, 7""'01 
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{ON MEDITATION FOUR I 

{The ", .. se of trror{ 

You .ay th.t although you hav~ no po"'~r to avoid <fror through h.,'ing' 
dnr p"rc~pl:ion of things, you e~n ,tit! .void it by firmly r .... lving 10 
adh~r~ 10 lh~ rul ~ 01 not a55~n1inglo anything ""hieh you do nol clearly 

1 ' 1 p"r~i"~.' But although you Un always k..,p this rule COlrefutt), in mind, i~ 
it not nitt an iml'C'riection not to ""r",iv. den l)' maners which you need 
to de<;ide ui>On, and hence to be l'C"pcluatty li able 10 the risk of <fror? 

You say .ha. e" Or r ... id., in .h. men.al op<rali<)tl itIClf io <Q fa, as it 
prouecls from you and is a kind of privation, but ROt in th. faculty God 
gav. you, nor in its operation in w far a, it <kpcnd. on him.' llut ahhough 
Ihc.rro. doc. not immecliat.ty .... id. in tk faculty God pvc you, il docs 
indir(:oly an ach to if, .in", if was cr""fed with .h. kind of impcrlmion 
whkh mak ... ertor possible. Admilt<dly, as you lOy, you have no cauIC for 
complaint again" God ""ho, d ... pi.~ owing you nothing, bestowecl on you 
thc good gih. which you should thank him for, lIut th~ .. is "itt cauIC to 
wonder why hc did not bestow mO .. I'C'rfect gih. on you, givcn that h~ 
had th. knowledg. and the i>O" '<f and .... u I>Ot mal.vo!<'nt. 

You go onto .ay that you havo no cau.., to compl . in ,h . t God's concur­
renco is involved in yom acts when you go wrong. For in <Q far as th"", 
aos d<pend on God, 'My at< att .rue and good, and yom abili.y .0 pc •. 
form th.m me."" .hat ,h .... is, in • ICnIC, more p"rb:.ion in you than 
would be th. COlIC if you lacked this .bilit),. You continue: <As !OrlM pri· 
varion involved - which il a ll th . , ,h. <SSentia l definition of falsity and 
wrong con.islS in - ,his docs nOt in any ,,'ar '«lui •• ,h. COnOl",n.., of 
God, since i, is nOl a thing and should not be referred '0 him.'J 11m 
although this is" subtle diltinai"n i. is no. qui,. enough to ,,,,,,Ive .h. 
problem. Fo, ( ven if God docs nor COOKur in .h. privarion in which the f.l· 
'ity and .rror of the act consins, he nOM,hd ... conen .. in th. act ;c..,1I: 
and ilkdid not concur in it, it would nOl "" a privacion. In any CIs(, M is 
,he author of thac PO"'" in you which il subj .... . " de"'prion .nd ~rl<)r; 

, C/ . • ."... p, 0), , C/ . • bo" p_. " ) ... .",.. p . • , . 



The c""Je of trror .' 
and h~n.ce he: is Ih. aUlhor of a pow. r which i., so to lpeak, indfcctive. 
Thus ~ ckfCCl in tl\( act .hould not, it «<ms, I\( .eferred $0 much to tI\(': ) 14 
pown which is ineffeai~e as 10 the aUlho. who mack ;1 ineffective Ind did 
I\Ot d\Oo~ to make il effective, or more efftctive, though he: was able 10 
do $0. II is certainly no faull in a workman if he dotS nOilroobl. to make 
an enormou. k~ 10 open a tiny box; but;1 i. a fault if, in making Ihe key 
small, he gives it a shape which makes ir dif~cuh or impouibl. to open ,h. 
box. Similarly, God i. admilledly nOi to I\( blamed for giving puny man a 
facul.y of judging that is.oo small to cope wi,h ...,erylhing, or .... en wilh 
mosl things or tM moot important thinS'; but this .rill luvn foom to 
wonder why h.pve man a faculty which is uncenain, confuKd and inad· 
equale even for Ihe ~ maners which h. did wanl uS 10 ckcid~ upon. 

You neXI ask .... hn is th. cau~ of error Or falsity in you.' fim of all, J 
do nol qU"lion your basis for uying 1M in,ellea is simply II\( bcuhy of 
being awa.e of ide .. , or of apprehending IhinS' simply and withoul any 
af6rmarion or negation; nor do I di' pule your caUinglhe will or frttdom 
of choic. a faculty .... hose function islO af6rm or deny, 10 give Or wilhhold 
assn". My only question COn<:l"'1I$ why, on your account, our will or frtt· 
dom of choice i. IlOl reSiricted by any limits, whe.ca. Ihe inlel1ea is re· 
stricted. In fact il «<rnS Ihat Ihts( twO faculties have an equally broad 
KOj)C; certainly Ihe $COpe of Ihe inlCllea is al the very leasl no narrowrr 
lhan Ihal of II\( will, sincc Ih. will neve. aims al anylhing which the intel­
lect has no, already pelUived. 

J &aid Ihallhe $COpe of th. intellecl was 'allh. very 1,,,1 nO narrower'; 
in fact its KOpC «<m5 10 ~ ",en wid.r than lhal of Ihe will. for the will or 
choicc or judg.ment, and hence our Klection or pu rsuil o. avoidance of 
IIOmcthing, never occurs unl ... "'e have p.",iously apprehended rh OI 
thing, and unless 1M idea of Ihalthing h .. been previously pe.ceived and 
ICI before us by the inlellCC"l. Whal is more, there are many Ihings whid! 
..., undc ... land only obscurely, so that no ju<i3cmcnl or pursuil or avoid· 11, 
Inee occurs in ..... pect of Ihem. Also, Ih. faculty of iudg.m~nl i$ often 
undecided, and if Ihen: are rea$On. of equal w~ighl on either aide, or no 
.. a$On. 01 all, no judgemenl follow$; but ,h. in\fIlCC"l .till continues to 
apprehend II\( malters on ",hid! no judgemenl has been pat.SCd. 

You $Iy Ihal you can always unde ... tand Ihe pouibility of you.lacullies 
~ing inaeascd more and more, in.cluding Ih. inl.UeClual faculty il~lf, of 
.... hieh you can form an infin;le idea. BUllhi. illllif shows that Ihe inleJlea 
is 001 any more limiled rhan Ih. wiU, si...:. il can eXlend iu.elf even ro an 
in6nileobject. You say lhal you .ecognize your wiU 10 I\( equal ro thaI 01 
God - 001, ind«d, in respect of its exlenl, bulCSKntially. BUI su •• ly Ih. 
same (Quid ~ &aid of Ihe int.llect 100, since you have de6nedlhe es~nlial 
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no';OIl of.he in.dlec. in iu" In.. .am~ way a. ~<>" ka"~ dtlinN ,hal of th~ 
wilL In shorl, will you pl.a~ ,011,,, if ,h. will can exter>d 10 anything Ih~l 
<"IoCIpn th. intenect? [Fifth Obi~dion., CSM II ~ '7-19 ! 

You h ..... k me 10 say bneAr "'Mther ,h. "" ill uncxlcnd 10 anything 
,hal ~apn 'he ;ntdl.cl. The ani ...... is ,hal ,his o«urs ",·hen .. vc. we 
happon 10 go wrong. Thus ,"·hen you judge Ih.l 1M mind is • kind of 
nr,fiN body, you un u",lomand lhal the mind i. ;, .. If, i.e. a thinking 
thing. and that a .. refieil body i. an extenckd .hing; bU'lh. proposition 

J77 ,h., it; , on. and th. J<lmc thing Ih>! th inks and i,extended i, 0 .... which 
you ern.illl y do nO! undemand. You ,imply wan! [0 I>oliov. iI, Mau", 
you h,"'. beli."N i, before and do "Of wan. 10 chang. 10<1' vi.w. II i. the 
.. me when )'011 judgc th.t .n .ppl. , which may in bet lit poioontd, i. 
nutritious: you undemand that il$ .m~lI, colour and $0 011, ar~ pl~.""nt, 
but this d~ nOl mean that you und~rst~nJ that this pan;cul.r .ppl~ will 
be bmdicial to ~at ; you judge that;t will beau ... you want to believe it. 
s.o, while I do admit that when _ di r..:t our will towards lI<Imtthing, we 
al ways Mve i!Ofl'I< $On of under:standi"8 of 50me uptet of it, I deny that 
our under:sr.onding and our will.'" of t<ju.lll«>pt. In tM <;I ... of any given 
objKt, tho", may II. many thi",. about it IMt we dt:.ir. but v.ry kw 
things of whi<:h we My. know~e. And when we make. hlld judg(lt1Ient, 
il is not .hal _ exerei ... our will in a hlld fashion, bu. Ih •• 1M objKt of OUt 

will happens to be bad. Again, _ ncvtf unc:lemand anything in a bad 
fashion; when "'e an: said 10 'understand in a bad fashion', all that 
!tappen. is l!ta. w. jud~ Ihat OUt undetStandi"8 is mo", .x....,.i v. Ihan i, 
in fac\" is. [Fifrh R~l;"': CSM " ~s91 

[The indiffermce of th .. wi/I) 

The difficulty 'fiJ("S in conn..,.ion wi.h .!>t indiff"en.e .h., belonp to 
ou r judgement, or lib.ny . Thi. indiff"en.." you d.im, d~ nO'< b.long '0 
,he ptdeaion of ,he will but hal to do merely ""i.h i •• imptrf«tion; ,hul, 
.. cording.o you, indifference i. removed when .... r the mind de.rly ptf -

4 '7 .. ;v .. what i.should b.lie'·eor door ",frain flOm doing. t BUI do you 1>01 
I« that by adopting this position you afe destroying God'. freedom, .ince 
you a", removing from his will the irn:lifferen« OS to whelM' he shall 
crt"al~ ,his world ""her ,han .nothcr world or no world .t all? Y •• il i. an 
article o f fai th ,h.t God was from .1<Tnity irn:liffo .. nt as to w!>tth.r h. 
should ere.te one world, or innumerable wOllds, or nOf',t at .11. Bu. wl>o 
doubts that God h .. always pt,ceived with the cle., ... t ,·i.ion ..... h .. he 
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Tb~ j"djfftrt>lU of the will " 
should do at rdtain lrom doing' Thus, ~ vuy clear vision and ptrception 
01 things don not ftmove indifference 01 rnoice; and if indifference 
unr>Ol ~ ~ pro"". pan 01 hum.n Irttdom, nti.h.r will it find. plae. in 
divine Ilffdom, sinCOl' ,he es<tnctJ 01 .hings ore,likt num~rs, indivisible 
and immutable. Theftlor. indiff •• cnce is involvtd in God', fr.room 01 
choice no 1= th .n it i. in the use of human Ir«dom 01 ,hoi«. 

ISixth Obitctio>l" CSM II ~8 o-I] 

As for tht h-«dom of tht will, ,h. w~y in which it uis", in God is qui •• dif· 
feftnt from Ihe way in which il exim in us. It is self·rontr.diclOry 10 sup· 
pose IlIatth. will 01 God was not indill.renl lrom elemity wilh .... p«IIO 
evttything which has h'Pl"'ntd or will eve. h~pl"'n; 10. i, i$ impossible to H ~ 
imagine: that anylhing is thought of in tht di"ine inton«1 as good or lrue, 
0. worthy of ~lief or a,,;un Or omission, prior to tht dtcision of Ihe 
divine will to makt il 00. I am nOI ,,,,,.king here of lempo.al priority, I 
m(an Ihallh ••• ;s not even any prio.ity of order, or notur •• or 01 ' ration· 
ally dttermintd •• own' .. Iht)' con it, such Ihal God's idea of lite good 
imptlled him 10 chOOSl' one thing .. the. Ih~n ~nOlhe •. Fo. example, God 
did 110'( willlhe crealion of the world in lime bccouse he sa w {hal it would 
be benn Ihis way than if Ite had created il from ete.nity; r>Or did he will 
Ihat Ihe IIIIff anglu o f a triongle .hould be .qual to two right angl .. 
il«2UK h. ftcogniud that il could r>Ot M oth.rwi.." and w on. On Ihe 
ronttary, il;s because h. willed to create the world in timeth., il is benet 
Ihis way than if he had creared il from etern ity; and ;1 is bcause ht willed 
Ihat lite Ih.« angl ... of a triongle ""auld ntccs§arily equallwo righl angles 
that Ihi. i.lrue and canr>Ot lteorherwi..,: and w on in olhncasn. The.e i. 
r>O probl.m in the f.CI th. lhe mnil 01 Ih. s.in .. may be .. id to be ,he 
cause 01 their obtaining tt •• nallil.; 10. i, i. nol Ih. cause of this .ew .. d in 
Ihe sense .hal i, de,ermines God to will anything, bUI i. merely Ihe e.use 
01 an elIte, of which God willtd from e'emi.y ,hat i, should M th. c~use. 
Thus th. supreme indifferen« to ~ lound in God is th. suprtm. indio 
cation 01 his omnipot~n«. But as for man, ,;nce he linds Ihar th. narure of 
all goodneS5 and trulh i. ol .. ady detumined by God, and hi. will cannot 
tend toward, anything dse. il i . ... idenl ,hat he wmembraa wh.1 i. good 
and lrue . !lIM mo .. willingly, and h~nct mo.e Ilffly, in proponion as he 
sen it moft dearly, H. i, nun indiffnem except when he don nOl know 
which of tht t,,""(1 alternatives i. Ihe bener o . lruer, or alleall when he don 4ll 
not 1ft this dearly enough to rule OUt any possibility of doubt. Henet Ihe 
indiffc= wh;~h ~Iongs 10 human Ilffdom is very different from Ihat 
which belongs to di"inc f.«dom. The fact lhallhe ..... ne .. of Ihinp are 
said 10 be indivisible i. nor rel""anl hoft. For, fimly, no ... senee can 
~Iong univocany 10 both God .nd hi. Cft.lur .. ; and, sc<:oodly. indif· 
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fe~n~ do« no. belong to .he nun"" of human frotdom, ';nce J>QI only 
at, we f~. wh." ignorana of whal i, rigll. makn us indilkrcnl, but we 
arc al.., frtt _ indeed at our f,ees, ~ when a cleu percrp!:ion impel, ""0 
pun"" lOme object. 

(Sixth Replin: CSM II ~9'-2.1 
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[Whether God's uu .. u implies his txisu .. u] 

You IIItXt ~nnnJ" TO demonstrate lilt existell« of God., ~nd lilt tbruSl of 
yout •• gulmm i& roll1ainc<! in tilt following p~u~lIt': 

WMn I c:on,:.nrntt, i, it qui'" .... id.'" ma, nit''''''''' can DO more b« IOJ>&r.ted 
from 1M t!" >CO of God ,han ,he faa ,ha, its Ihttt Inglts equol twO nih' Inglts 
an b«IOJ>&,ated from the .... 11« of • tn."do. or tN.n the ide. of a """,,, .. in can 
b«lCpIrah!d from the idol of I .oILey. HCTItt it i& juot ., much of I """"adic:tiotl 
10 mink of God (.h., io, .... pr ..... ly p<rf~ brinl) locki.,. ... i,lm« IthOl i,. lick· 
i"lll pc:d""w..) "' i. it 10 think 011 rtIOI1IItlin witho"t I YalLey. I 

BUI we musl note hert: thai u,., kind of romparioon you mah il not wholly 
fair. 

h is quile aU right for YOll to compau "$lena. with ~, but instead 
of sains 01> TO romp .. e existence with wSlena or I pr~1'f)' with I prop­
erry, yOll ron1Jnrt: existena with I property. It snrms thaI you should 
hl.e !:aid Ih.1 omnipO'lClKe un n.o mort: be scpllllled from u,., essen« of }1' 
God than rhe f~ct th.1 its angln equal two righl angln.;an be separated 
from the cw:'na 0/ a triangle. Or, II any rart:, YOIIllIould ha"e said thn 
tM exis{mtt of God can no more be separated from his essence Ihan the 
mllel\a of liriangle can be seplrated from ilS elKnCe. If you had done 
thi., both yout romJnrison. would han been satisfactory, and I would 
hawe granted you not only the ~m om: bul the II:COTld one as well. BUI you 
would not for alilhar have eslablished thlt God n«tSurily aisll, .ince I 
manglc does not nccnsarily txiSl either, ""etI Ihough ilS essellCe and aill· 
m« cannot in acrull "'cr be separated. Real separation is impossible n.o 
mallet how much the mind nuy seplrale them Or Ihink of thnn apllll 
from eam other - as indeed il can even in the call: of God', Clsena and 
oisletlC1:. 

Nal we muSI note Ihal you pIta aimncc among u,., di.ine perfec· 
tion .. bul do nor place il amons the perfecrions of • mangle or mountain, 
though il could be uid thlt in its own way il is JUII" much I perfection of 
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uch of ,h~St .hings. In laC!, h.,,,',,ver, exi" ence is 00' a JX'rl«tion ei'M' 
in God or in .ny.hing .I",: it iSlh., .... ithou! which no perfections Un k 
pr=nr, 

for surely, wh., does OO! uisl has no porf«tions o r imP<'rfraion., and 
what does exist and has seve.al JX'rfections dots not ha,'. UiSICno. a. (lilt 
of its individual pcrfrctions: ,aIM', ill uimncc is that in virtue of which 
both th. thing ilStI! .nd ;15 JX'ri«lioni arc uimm, and ,h., withou, 
which .... c •• nnal .. y that lh. thing p<>SSU'IeS In.. pt,f=ions or ,hat ,h. 
JX'rfcctions arc p"' ....... d by;,. Hence .... c do nO{ $at that (Xiil.net: 'exists 
in a ,hing' in the way JX'rf«tionl do: and if. thing lack. exiSlen"" We do 
not •• y it i. impt'rf«t,or dop,i,-edor. JX'rfrclion, bu, u y in<lud tha, i, is 
no.hing.' .11. 

Th .. s, jU" as w!ten you lined ,h. JX'drctiollS 0/ the triangle you did rK>t 

include exi.ten", Or conclude th., ,h.,riangk .xi~,.d, 50 when)'Qu Ii.ted 
the ~.f..roons of God you .t.ould OOt have included oxi"m« among 
them.., a. to .uch the conclu.ion that God ""i~ts, unlos. you wanted to 
bog the qu~tion , , , 

t~ ~4) You ny that you are not fre. to think 01 God without . xill.ncr (that is, 
a suprrmdy ~rftct bring withou" ,up.eme ~.I<'C'I;on) n you are Ira: 10 
imagine a hoI'$( wi.h o. wi,hou. win8$. n.eonly comment to be added 10 
.hi. i ... lollow •. You are f, .. . 0 think of a t.o ... OOt having winp 
wi.hout thinking of the existence which would, .<cording to you, be a pe'_ 
froion in th. ho,.,. if it we .. p • .,..nt; but, in the •• m. way, you are Ira: 10 
.hink of God as having knowledg. and pow., and other ~rf«lion. 

J ~ 5 without .hinking of him .. h.ving the uis .. nc. which would compl.t. his 
~,Ieaion, il he had it. JUst OS the hone which i, ,hough, of OJ having th. 
~rfection of wing. i. no< ,herd" .. deemed to have th •• xi ... nce which is, 
.<co.ding to you, a p,incip.1 ~.Itction, 50 the I.ct ,h.t God i •• t.ought 0/ 
OS having knowledg. and oth., peffroion, dOH not therdo ... imply thaI 
h. has .xiot.r;ce. Thi •• emains to br prov.d. And although you say thaI 
both oxi ... ncr and.1I the oth., pe,ftction, .,e indud.d in .h. id.. of a 
supr.mely perfect bring, h.,. you ,imply a ... n whot should be proved, 
and a .. ume the condu.ion as a pr.mi ... Oth.",,·i .. I .:ould lay that the 
idea 0/ a perf«t Pegasus ,ont.in. not ju .. the perfection ,,/ hi, having 
wing' bu •• 1.., Ihe ,,",froion of oxi5lence. Fo. ju .. a. God i, thought 01 as 
,,",fro in .very kind of perfection,.., Pega.u, i.ll>ought of as pe,fro in 
hi,o"'n kind . It .. em. that the,e is 00 point that you can rai .. in this am­
ntction which, if we preserve the analogy, will not apply to Pcp,us if it 
appli."o God, and !lice .... "'. [Fifth Ob;ectionJ: CSM It H4-'1 

H .... I do not ICC what ""I of thing you want exi .. ence to be, nor why it 
cannOt be said to be a p'openy JUSt like omnipotence - provided, o f 



God', tUnlU imp/its his uis/tnct 

o;oufW, ,ba, w~ tak~ ,b~ word 'pro~rty' to lund for any atlribule, o r for ,8, 
wbaltv~r can be prwicated of a ,bing; and Ihis is exactly bow il.hould be 
caken in this ronC.x'. Moreover, in the cue of God n«esury exi ... """ i, 
io faa a property in 1M stria"'t sense of Ihe IOrm, si""e it applies to bim 
alone and forms a part of hi' essen"" a, i, doe< of no OtM' thing, Hen« 
the existence of a triangle _hould no. be compared with the existence of 
God, .intt the ~Iation between u in.n« and essen« is manifeslly quite 
differem in the case of God from what it is in the case of Ihe lriangle. 

To list exiSience among the properties which belong 10 the nalu~ of 
God i. no mOre 'begging the question' than listing among the properties of 
a triangle the ba that its angles are equal to two right angles. 

Again, il i, not true to lIy that in ,he use of God, just as in Ihe~of a 
triangle, existence and essence can bc thought of apart from One another; 
for God;. his own exi .. er>ec:, butthi. i. 1>01 true of the triangle.l do 1>01, 

however, deny that p<>5sible ai.ten"" is a perfection in the idea of. tri· 
angle, jusl as ne«S!ary ui"en« is a perf«iion in ,he idea of God; for this 
fact makes the idea of a triangle superior to the ideas of chimer .. , which 
cannot possibly be .upposed 10 have exiilen .... Thus at no point have you 
weakened the force: 0/ my argument in the slightest. 

(Fifth Rep/ie>: CSM tJ ~h-l l 

• • • 
Le, us then roncede that SoOm«lne does posseS! a dur and distinct idea of 
• ,uprcme and ullerly perf«i being. What i. tM next >tep you will take 
from he~? You will.ay Ihallhi. in6nile being . xi ... , and thaI hi , aiS! ­
enet' is $0 certain th .. 'J ought.o regard th •• xi,tence of God as bav;ng .. 
leall,he sameleve1 of «rtaimy as [have bi'Mno attributed to ,he trulh, 
of ma,bemarics, Hence it i. jUst as much of. contradiction 10 think of 
God Ith .. is, a luprtmely perfea bcing) lacking ainence (that is, lacking 
a perfeaion), as it i,to think of a mountain without. valley." Thi. i.the 
lynchpin 0/ the whole structure; to give in on this point is to be obliged to 
admit def.at. Buc .ince 1 am ta king on an opponent whose suength is 
grt'ater than my own, J should lik •• o hav. a preliminary $kirmish with 
him, $0 that, although I am lUre. 10 be beaten in ,be~nd, I may at Ie .. , PU' 
off.be inevitable for a while. ,8 

I know we U e baling our argument on .he reason alone and not on 
appeal. to authoriry. But to avoid giving the impression .hat lam wilfully 
taking i .. ue wilh such an oUlStandina Ikinker a. M. Dncartn, 1., me 
nev.rthel"" begin by uking you to li.tfn to what 51 Thomas says, fu 
raises .h. following objeccion to hi. own position: 

As IOOfl U "" undem.nd th. meanin! of ,h. word 'God', "'. immtdiattly gru p 
, Mod_ v, . too.epp. 061. 
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that God ."i .... For w ..."d 'God' _an. 'th.t than whKil nothinlll'''''' can 
bot con<:cind', Now tha, wh;dt .. im ;,. rrali.,. a, well .. in m. in,tIIK1 ;. " •• ttt 
.han .... t which w ... in the intdl ............ Hrntt, lin<:< God ;",n>t<Iil«ly oxis .. 
in the inulloa I. soon al ... e hay. ur>denrood m. word 'God" it follows that be 
olio •• ita. in , •• li.,..' 

Thio a'gllmcm may be se, OUt formally a. follows. 'God i, that tban which 
noIhing grearer can be conceived. SUI ,hallha .. which n<Khing greatc, can 
be «>n<:eived includes .,.;SleTl<:". Hmc. God, in yin"" of ,h. very .... ord or 
conttpt 01 "God", comains existence; and be"", h. cannot lack, or be 
conceivw of as lacking, exincntt.' BUI now plea .. ,ell me if ,hi, i. not the 
,dis.,"" ngument as thai produced by M. Dc..can .. ? SI Thoma. deli,," 
God at ',hal than wh ich noIhing greatu can l>t conceived', M. Dncaf1(S 
call, him". supremely perfea being': but of COU .... IIOlhing greater than 
,hi. can be conc~ved. 5. Thomas', 1>CJr' .tOp i. to ... , ',hat than which 
noIhing grea,or cln be conceived indudes .,..i,'e"",,', for (){h~rwiK ""me­
thins sr~.t~r could be conC<'i wN, namely a beinS conuiwcd of as .1"" 
indudins existence. Yet .un:ly M, Descartes' ""xt It~p is identi",,1 to this. 
God, he nY'. is a ,up",mely perfen being; and a sup",moly perfect being 
includes exisctntt, for otherwiK it would OOt be a lupn:mely perfect 
being, St, Thomas's oo,,<lu,ion ilthat 'since God immediately exists in the 
intellect U ooon .. we h ... ~ unck,...toad .h~ word "God", i. fol~ that 
h~ al"" exists in ",.Iity'.ln OIher words, sin", t .... wety concq>t or ~ 
of 'a bring than which nothing ""at~r con be COnceiVN' impl~ exist· 
.ntt, it follows Ihat thil very beinS exists. M. Dncartes' conclusion is the 

99 nme: 'From th~ v~ty fact thai I connot think of God exapt .. exisli"" it 
follows thai existence is inoepar.ble from God and hence Ihal .... ",ally 
.xion." But now let 51 Thomas r~ply both to himKI/ and to M. Descartes. 
'Let it be granted', he says, 

thot .... aU lm<imltand ,ha' the wOfd 'God' "'Un. what it i. claim..! '" ",un, 
nomdy 'tNt th." whid> _hinlsr .. t .. <an be tho..pt of. »0 ........ , it does no\" 

foUow th •• wI! aU unde .. tand that .... h.t is lignified by tiIi, .... anI aiu, in the , .. I 
_rid , All ,h., IoIlow. it that it .xi ... in.be aP!'rd.rnoion of ,he in,ellttt. No< aon 
it be lho .... n <hat tIIi' brinl ••• l1y aim unks.! iI is conccdtd that tbe .. ",.lIy it 
oomedting.udt mat """hing grta"'< tan be thoup' of; and 'hi' pttmiu is denied 
by thoo< who main.a;" th>1 God does 001 oxi .. . 

My Own answ(r to M, Dncottes, which i, baKd on this paUlg<', il briefly 
this. Even if it i, ",an,ed that a sup",m.ly perfect being corrin the impli· 
cation of eximnce in virtue of ito vety title, il "ill don no< follow lhatthe 

I 10_ ~*I;", PI, Q •• • " I. """mOl is in loa crioo .... S. Mod .. •• I'«IiorI 0/ L"" 
011' ....... 1 . .... mont_ 
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God's '"elf" ""pl~J hi. eristtflc, " 
aislma: in question i. anything actual in the ",al world; all thai folio," 
is thai the o;on«pt of exisltn« is inKpara bly linked 10 the concq>l of a 
sup","", being. So you calUlO! inkr that the "",i .. mcc of Cod ilanythins 
aaualunlas 1011 iUppo$e Ihal the ""p",me beins actually aises; fortha! 
il will actually conla;n .11 perfections, inciudmS the 1'C,!(Clion of 1tl'1 
I!'Xislence. 

hrdon 1M, gcntlelmn: I am now ,arher tired and PropoK to han a 
lilt~ fun. "1M compla 'aisli", lion' includes both 'lion' and 'e"i .. ma:', 
and il incluoo them CSKmillly, for if you laM away rither dement ;1 wilt 
not be the lame complc". Bul now, h:os not God h.od dUI and distiner 
knowkdge of Ihis <;amposire from all o:ttmity? And don nollM ilka of 
this composile, as a composile, involve bolh eleme.nts ntentillly? In omcr 
woNk, don not a;lIena: belong tolM OUCna: 01 1M composile 'c" istinS 100 

lion'? Nevertheless Ihe distinct knowledge of God, 1M dislillCl knowledge 
be h:os from "emity, don not compel dlbe, elelMm in the composile 10 
exil!, unlas We alSlI/llC Ihal Ihe composile i_If mSII (in which CIK il 
will oont.lin all its CSKntill perfections induding aClllal existence). Simi-
lady even if 1 han dilliner knowledge of a supreme beins. and even if the 
luprelMly perfect being indudes exiltcnce .s an essenti,l pan of the COOl' 

cept, il still don not follow that Ihe aistence in qucstion i. anything 
acrua.l, unless we suppose thai the supreme beinS uOses (for in that _ il 
will include a~l eris~ alons widl aU ies other pe.f«Tions). Ac:cord-
ingIy _ musriook .IKWheIl' for a proof dlar the supmnely pet ftu bring 
ui.su. [First Obiutio"" CSM II 10-aJ 

"The author of .be ~ ""re apin comparcs oot of my ...... mcnu 
with one of St Thomas', dlus a. il weu forcing me. ro uplain how one 
argumenl tin han any anile. fortt lhan the other. I think I an do dU. 
withoul 100 much unpleasantness. For, tim, SI Thoma. did not put 
focward the IflWllCm I. hi. O"WI\; second, ..., did nor Imn .1 the ... me 
conclusion all 00; .nd lasdy, on thil issue I do 110( differ from the Angelic: 
Doctor in .ny iUpeer. St Thoma. uks w...,rb", the existence of God is 
seJf-t"Yidenl as lar as we are <;an.cemed, rbll i., whether il is ob .. ious to 
CYClJ'one; an<! he ail$wen, correctly, dial it i. not. The argumenl which ..., 
then plies forwlld as an objection 10 hi. own position an be .lIled at foI· 
low$. 'Once we have undenrood die meani", of Ihe word "God", We 
undcnrand il 10 mean 'th.1 than which nothing grealer an he oon· 
o;ei~d". But ID aiil in rulity I. _ll at in die intellect is grealer dian to 
Cl<ist in the illlellect ,lone. Therefore, once we ha~ understood the me;ut· 
in, of t:bc word "God" we undenrand lhal God uim in reality at weU u 
in the untknrandillJ.' In Ihi. form Ihe argumenl is nu.nifesdy in ... lid, for 
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Ihe only conclusionlhal should h~>~ been dn"'n io: 'llIcrdo~, once we 
hav~ undemood Ih~ meanillg of Ihe word "God" w~ underslOlld Ihal 
whal i. oonverN i. Ih~1 God uiS!s;n realily as well as;1I Ihe underllaml· 
illg.' Yot bc.;ausc a "~,ord coover' somelhing. Ihal Ihing i, lIot lhe,"'.,..., 
shown!O be rr...,. My argumenr however wos as follow., 'thaI which we 
dearly and dis,inctly undelSland !O belong ' 0 the ,rue and immutabk 
nam,e. or ~nce, or form of some,hing. c.n rruly be asscnN of Ihat 

T T 6 Ihing. ilut on"" w~ h.ve m.de a sufficiently ca",lul inVf1;ligalioo of wh.l 
God i., W'e clC3rly and diilinctly unders.and ,hal u;uena beloog. m his 
lrue and immutable nature. Hen"" we can now ,ruly assert of God 'h31 be 
does uis'.· Her. aI Iu", ,be conclusion docs follow from ,he premissu. 
But, whal is more. tht major premiss cannol be den iN, because il has 
alrudy bttn oo"""ded . h31 whatever ... e clearly and dtSUlICdy undersland 
i, true. Hen« only the: minor premiss .. mains. and here I conff1;s thaI 
,he .. is con,iderable diffi<:uhy. Inlhe fi"l pl~a w'c arc Ii<> a"""omed ro 
diuinguishing . xisr.n« from f1;senc. in ,h. C<lse of all oth .. Ihinll' Ihal we 
fail II, nOli"" how closely u;slell"" bdong' m cUena in the: case of God as 
compn.d with th .. of oth .. th inII'. Nexl. we do nol dislinguish whal be· 
lonll' 10 th. Irue and immulabl~ essence o f a thing from .... hat i. anribuIN 
10 il me~ly by a !inion of the inlell. <I. So, even if we observe clearly 
enough ,h.t exi".ne. belongs to the "'SCM' of God, we do not dr"", the 
.ondu.ion lhat God . xi,,,. b«au .. "'e do nol know wh.ther hi . .... n"" 
i. immutable and tru •• Or merely in"'"IN by us. 

But 10 remove 1M ~"I pan of Ih. dif~cull)' we mu .. disringui.h be­
tween possibl. aad nc«u"'l' exiSl<n~. It muSI be noted tnal possi ble 
exi ... ntt is conta,oed in ,he concept Qr idea of nery,h,ng tha, we dea'ly 
and diSfin"ly undtr:srand; but in no case is O('C<$sary ... istenu $0 con-
13inC1i, ex""p' in ,h. co ... of ,h. idu of God. Th05t who carciully anead 
10 this diffcren« be,ween th. id.a of God and .vet"}' olher idea ,..ill un-

"7 doubtcdly peruiv. thai evm though our u~dt:rst'nding of other Ihings 
always involve> under:slanding Ihem as if Ih~ .... er •• xining Ihings, il don 
!lO1 follow Ih .. Ih~ do .xisl, bUI merely Ih3lth.y arc capable of e~iS!ing. 
For Our und.r!la~d;ng don nol show uS Ihal " is ncc .. sary for aemal 
uiS!.n"" to be- conioinC1i with their olhu properti ... Bu" from the f.ct 
,ha, w. understand Ihal . ctual exi"en« is ncccsluily and alway. con­
joinC1i .... ith ,he: oth .. a",ibm .. of God, il ",,".;nly doc! follow Inal God 
exi"s. 

To remOve tM ....:olld pan of lhe: difficulty, we must no,i"" a poin' 
aboUI idoa. which do not contain true and immm.bl. n.m'e> bu, mer.ly 
on •• which arc in .. n,N and pu, tog.,he, by Ihe im.II ...... Such ideas can 
al",ay. be splil up by th •• ~m. intellecl, nOI SImply by an "bs".ction bu, 
by a dear and dinin" intellectual operation, so Ihat any idea, ,.. hieh t'" 



God's tJU7ICt implitJ his nislt71u '0' 
intellca o;.IJUKK .pht up in this way we~ clearly!lO{ put tog~dw" by the 
imelka, WMn, for example, I think of a winge<! horse or .n actually 
existin& lion, or a lTi.nsle in..,ribed in • $<lUln', I ",adily un.:krsund that I 
am .Iso .ble to Ihink of a horK withO\lt wi np, Of a lion which do« nO'l 
aisl, or. triangle apan from. square, and $0 on; hena Ihese things do 
!IO{ ha~e t~ and immutable n.n.lres. RUI if Ilhink of • tri.nsle or a 
"'IU'''' II will n<>{ now ,,,,Iude the lion or Ihe hor.." since lheir nalUres are 
n<>{ transparently tlear 10 us), tben whate~e. I apprehend as brin& con· 
lained in tbe ide. of • tri.ngle - for aample that iu thrtt angles an' equal 
to rwo righl ansi .. - I an wilh truth as..,n of tbe t.iangle. And the same 
applies to the "Iuare wilh '''pee! 10 whate:~e. I app~hend as beina con· 
taiMd in Ihe idu of a squan'. Fo.even if I can undersund what a tTianale 
iJ if 1 ,bmact the fact th,t iUlhree .ngles aTc equal 10 rwo right angln, 1 
can!lO{ deny Ihal this p.operty applies 10 Ihe triangle by a dear and 
dilrina intellccrua l operation - thai is, while at the ... me: time: undenland· 118 
ina what I mun by my denial. Mo"",~er, if I consickr a triangle in",ribed 
in a square, with a view 1101 to attribuling to the square properties lhat 
belong only to the lriangle, or anribulina to !I.e triangle properties that 
belonStO tbe square, but wilh a view to examining only Ihe propenics 
which ari.., nul of lhe conjunction of Ihe two, lhen Ihe nalure of this com· 
pos.ite will be jUlt as true and immutable lIthe nature of ,I\( triangle aiOIl(' 
or lhe squan' alone. And hen~ il will be quitt in order to mainl.in that the 
square il IlOl les. than double the area of the triangle inscribed within ii, 
and to affirm other limil .. propenics thar belong to the nature of thil 
composite figure. 

BUI if I were to think that the ide. of a supremely pt:rfect body con· 
tainm existerw:e, on Ihe grounds thai it i. a ,rearer pedcction 10 exist both 
in reality and in the intellect than il is 10 exilt in the intellect .Ione, 1 could 
n<>{ infer from this that the supreme:ly perfect body exists, but only thai il 
is apable of exioting. For 1 can..,., quite: weU thai this idea hI.! been put 
toscther by my own intellect which hallinl<ed together all bodily pt:rfcc· 
nom; and exi51ence do« not arise nul of the O'Iher bodily perfection5 
because il can equally well be affirmed Or denied of them. Indeed, when 1 
examine the icka of a body, 1 perttive that a body has no power to aute 
il$l:lf or mainlOlin iut-If in exincnce; and 1 rightly conclude IhlllWUlnry 
existence .nd it is only nccnsary existence Ihar is at issue hen' - no man' 
beIonp 10 the nltun' of a body, howe~Cf perfect, thn it belonp to the 
n.ture of a mounlain to be without a valley, or to the natu'" of a triangle 
10 ha~e angles whOK .um is JP't'ltcr than twO righl angles, But imtud of a 
body, let us now take a thins- whalever Ihis thing turns 0\11 to be - which II, 
p<¥'CS'es all the pt:rfcerions which can exist toscther. If we ask whetbe. 
exillenee should be included among Ihe.., pt:rfcctionl, We will.dmittc:dly 

• 



b.. in so .... doubl al lim. For our mind. which i. finil~, norm.lly thinks of 
IIInt pufettionl only oqI.raldy •• nd hener may IK)I immediatcly f\01i<:c 
1M necnsity of their being joi...-d logeIM •. Yel if we al",nlivciy e%lmine 
WhelMr uill. no. belongs 10 a .up..,m.ly poworful being, .nd wh •• ", ... 
of aiSI.""" it ii, ~ sh. 11 be able 10 ""reriw. de'fly .nd dillinaly Ih. foI· 
lowing /oetl. Fi ... l. po .. iblc: . xi'ICno. •• llhe ve,.,. leul. belongs to .uch. 
being. jun as il belongs lo.n the other Ihings of whid! ~ have a dillina 
idea. ev.., to those whict. arc PUI tog<ther Ihrough • fiction of Ih. int.l­
I""t. Nexl. when we .lIend to the im ........ powef of this being, we .h.1I be 
unable 10 Ihink of its exist."", ., possibl. wilboul .Iso f«08Ililing that ;1 
c.n exi.t by its o wn po ..... ,; .nd wc ohan inf .. from Ihis thalthi. being 
does ..,.lIy exisl.nd h.s exilled from elefnity, siner it is quite evide-nt by 
Ih. natufallight that what can exi.t by ill Own power alway. ex isf\I. s.o w • 
• hall rome: to understand that n""" .. ary exiltcno. i, eont.inc:d in 1M idea 
of •• upremely powerful being, no1 by any fiction of the intellc:ct. bill 
b«aUK il belongs to lbe true and immutable na", ... of .ueh • being Ihat il 
niSI$.. And we shall also easily perceive that this iup ... "",ly powerful 
being cannot bUI possess within i1 all the other ""rfettions thai a ... con­
tained in th. idea of God; and be"", th ... ""dtttions exi" in God and a.., 
jo;nc:d tDgelM' nOt by any fiction of tbe in,.l!.ct but by tMir w.ry n.t" .... 

IFi .. , Replie. : CSM 11 8>.-,] 

ICI .. ar and distina p .. rception 
and th .. 'Car/lsian Circlt'] 

You afe nol YC"1l%n .in of 1M exi"cnl% of God, . nd you $;If that you . ... . l, n<X eenain of anything. and cannOl: know anything cle.rly .nd dif[inctly 
until you have aehiewed dear ond o.rtain knowledge 01 the exisleno. of 
God. t It follows from thi.lhal you do not rei cI •• rly and dillinctly know 
thaI you a", a thinking thing, .ino.. On your own admi .. ion. Ih.1 k""wl­
edge depends on Ih. clear knowledg. of an exi.ting God; and thi. you 
hav~ nOl: y~1 proved in Ihc pa .. agc w ..... you d raw Ih~ conclusion th.1 
you cI.arly know wh.t you .... 

Moreov • • , an athei" i. ckady .nd dininc(ly ~w~ ... Ihat Ihe thr.., anglH 
of a triangle are equal (o!Wo right anglH; hut'" lar il be from lupposinS 
1he uillCnct of God Ih.1 ..., complcldy deniH il. A"".ding 101M . t""i51, 
if God .xi .. ed Ihert would be a iUp""" ""ing and a .up.t .... good; Ih.1 is 
10 "'Y. th. infinite wDUld exist. BUI the in~nile in .... ry calegory of ""dec:­
tion .xdlldco ev.rything d$C wh'1$O(vcr-e"ery kind of being.OO good. 
nH', as well ..... try kind of non 'Ming and . vil. y", in ["ct ,h ... arc many 
kind. of being .nd good ...... and many kir>ds of non·btins and evil. W. 

, Cf. Mod. "".boo-, p. 1j; Mod. v ........ p. _S. 
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think )'QII should tkal with this obj.-ction, so thaI 'M impious have no 
arguments left 10 PUI forward. l5ecOIId Ob;tcfiom, CSM II 8,1 

When I uid that we Un know noth ing for ccnain until wc arc aware mal (1 40) 
God mus, I cxprusly declared that I wa. speaking only ofknowlcdg: of 
those: conclusions which can be r«alled when....., arc no lanse" attending 
to the argumtnts by means of which Wt dedu~ them.! Now awareness 
of lint prilKiple. is not normally called 'knowledge' by di.lecritians •.. 

1M faa that an .theist can be 'de.rly aWart ,h.t the thru .nlles of a (1 41 ) 
t".n&le are equal to fWO right angles' ;s oome1hingl do not dispute. BUI I 
maintain thai this .w.re ..... ofhi. is nol truc knowledge, since no act of 
awucneu {hal can be Rno:k""d dol.lb,ful s«ms 6, to be called knowl-
edg:,' Now since we art' supposing,h'l,his individual is an 2theiS!, h. 
golUlO'! be ccnain thar h. is 001 being d«c;yed On mane.S which .... m 10 

him w be yery evidem (a.! I fully explained). And althoush Ihi, doubl may 
not OCCUr 10 him, il can srill crop up if OOmeonc else raises 11M: poinl or ifhe 
look. inlO themallerhimself. Sohewillnev .. 1M: fr ... of Ihis dO\lbt until he 
acknowkdp'S Ihal God exists. 

[, does no!: mallu Iha •• he a.hdll may think he has demonstralions 10 
prove that theft is no God. For, since these proofs are quire unsound, il will 
alwa}'1 M possible 10 poimoullhei r Haw. 10 him, and when thi. happens 
hewillhaveloabandonhiuiew. rSeco~d Rtpli#s: CSM n l OO-IO IJ 

• • • 
II illK)'t, how"e., nKusary TO suppost .ha. God il a dect-iver in order 10 (116) 
explain your being deceived aboul mailers which you Ihink you clearly 
and distinctly know. The cause 01 Ihis dca:plion could lie in you, lhough 
you arc wholly unaware 01 il. Why .hould il not be: in your nalure 10 be 
subj«t 10 COnlllnl- or Uleasl very Irequenl_ deception? How can you 
wabli!lh wilh ""nainly thaI you are not deceived. or capable of being 
deceived, in mailers which you think you know ckarly and di.tincdy? 
Have we not often s«n people rum our.o have bftn dca:ived in mailers 
whell' ther thoushl their knowledp' was as dear.s the sunlishl? Your 
principle of clear and distinct knowledge Ihus requires a dear and dislinct 
explanalion, in such a way as 10 rule oUllhe pouibilily Ihal anyone of 
$OUJId mind may M deaivroon matltn which he thinks he knows ckady 
and distincdy. FailinlJ thil, ~ do nol see that any dey ... of cerulinly can 
pouibly IH: within your reach or Ihal of mankind in general. 

rs..co"d Ob;eaio ... , CSM u ~l 
I O. Mal. _, .bOY< p. d. 
• Ilooca:ta _ "" diotinpish ~ b« .ea I Ul iooI,ted copi_ 0< OCI of • .,.,...... 1<Of' 

JIirio) ond .,ott" 1<. ph i .I,...,..,.ded ~ (u;"'';''J;..=«'''' «m",1to in n.. S-d fa< T ..... ,bout 'ho ....... "" ocqoi«", hody 01. fiem ond ", ... in 
<".-.It 10' , •• IIIe ....... H, . , ... H., AT a I'); CSM" 401. 
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In Ihe u" of our clearesl and most careful judgements ... if such judge-
'44 mc:nU were fal" Ihey COtIld 001 be corrC"Clw by Iny dearer judgemenls or 

by mun. of any olher nalu",,1 faculty. In .uch cases I simply al"1t thai il 
i. impossible for UI to be. do-ceivw. Sina God il tM lup..,me being, he 
mull .1", be. supremdy good and Irue, and it would the..,fo.e be. contra­
diction Ihal anYlhing should be crtaltC by him which positively ",n.d:s 
lowa.d, falsehood. No ... · everylhing .cal which i. in UI musl hive been 
beslowed on UI by God (thi. w., proved when hil ai'lm"" w •• proved); 
mo.eove., we hove a ..,.1 facullY for recognizing Ihe trulh and dilli"Aui.h· 
ing it from falsehood, as is clu. merdy from Ih, fact Ih~1 we hive wilhin 
us ide.s of lrulh and falsehood. Hen"" Ihi. faculty muU tend towud.lhe 
tru,h, at 1",1 whtn WI U" it correctly (lh.1 is, by .. "nling only to whal 
we clearly .nd dillliocdy prrcrivr, for nO <KMr COrrect mrt!.od of employ· 
ing Ihi. faculty can be imagined ). For if it did 001 SO lend then, sinee God 
gave it to UI, he would righlly hive to b-c rcglrdW as a dC"Ceivtr. 

Hen"" you sec thai on"" We have b«omc aw ... th.1 God existS il is 
n«cssary for uS to imagine Ihat h. is • <k«ivcr if w, wish 10 cool doubt on 
... hat we clearly ~nd dislinctly pr.""i ... And since it is impossible 10 im­
agine Ih.t he is I d«c;vcr, whatenr WI clearly .nd di'linctly perceive 
must b-c completely accepled n Irue and cert .. in. 

Bu. since [sec .h •• you are "ill sluck f ... 1 in .hl doubts whid! [pUI fo.­
ward in the Fim Meditalion, and which t lhought t had very c"efully re­
moved in the 5utteeding Mcd itllions, I sh.1l now e"pound for. second 
time: .he b .. is on wh",h i. seem;' 10 me .ha •• 11 human ",n.i01Y can b-c 
founded. 

First 01.11, ao soon as ....., think thai ....., correctly prrt:eivt somnhin .. We 
arc spontal>COu,ty convinced that it is tn>c:. Now if Ihi, conviction ill '" 
fum thaI it is impossible for u5 enr 10 have any reason for douboti"A what 
we arc convin.c:ed of, then tbrn: a .. flO funher qucstiom for u.IO ask: we 
hove everythinl thaI we could reasonably wanl. What is il 10 UI thai 

'45 someone may make OUI th.r t"" prrctption whose truth we are so firmly 
convin.c:ed of may apprar bls<: 10 God or.n .. ngel, so that it is, absolutely 
speaking, fals<:? Why should this 'absolute falsity' bother us, llince we 
neither ""Iirve in il r>Ot" have tv"" "'" ...... 1101 ,usp;cion 01 itl For tM 
IUppooition which we arc maki"ll here is of a ronriction SO firm that it is 
quite incapable of being deotroycd; and such a conviction is clearly tbr 
lime as tbr most petfeel «ruinty. 

gut il may"" doubled .... helher any .uch ""nainly, 0' firm and immul' 
. ble conviclion , i. in fa<110 "" had. 

II il de .. Ihat w. do nex haof this kind of «na;nIY in caStS where our 
prr«ption is I.en Ih" .Iighll" bil obKUre or confused, for such obKurity, 
what"'''' its deg."", i. quill .ufficitnl to make u. haoe doubls in sucb 
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~. "sain, we do nor hovelh. required kind of u naint)' wilh ,..,prd 10 
mane .. which We pua:ivc sol~)' by mun. of ,h • ..,n • ." however dear 
ouch ~rapl;"n may be. For we have often noted .ha. e,I'<)' can b. d.." . 
• ed in ,h • ..,nses, ai when someone wilh dropsy feel. thirsty or when 
IOntf:On( willi iaundict ... eo .now u ydlo .... ; /Q. when h. $«I i, as yellow 
he oecs it jus. "clearly and di5linctly u we do when we see it •• while. 
Acrordingly, if ,h."" i. any certainty 10 be h.ad, the only remaining 
.1tcTlativc is ,h. ! il oa;urs in muten tha! arc dearly puu:ivcd by the 
intellect and now!>., •• Is.. 

Now some of I~.'" 50 transparently dea r and at ,h. !lame time so 
simple thaI ~ cannot ever think of them wirlloul believing them to be 
tnK. 1he facllhot Jell ;', 50 long u I am thinking, or that what i. done 
a.11I'I<X be undone. arc exampl .. of truth. in respect of which .... c 
manifestly posoes. rhis kind of a:rtainly. For we cannot doubtlhcm unl .... 
we think 0/ them; bur we cannol think of them witiwut al the same time 146 
hclieving they are lrue, as was ""ppo~d. Hence we ..... nnol doubt IMm 
without al the ... me time believing Ihey are Itue; Ihat if, We u n neVer 
doIIbt them. 

hi. no ob)eaion 10 Ihis to ... y thaI we have often secn people 'tum oul 
10 have been deaived in malten where they thoughllMir knowlwge wa, 
as <:kar as the ."nlighl'. For we havc never sten, indNd no one could pos •. 
ibly sec, Ihi, happt"n;ng 10 Ihow who have relied solely on Ihe ;llIellea in 
their quest for clarilY in Iheir pt"!ccplions ; We have sun it happt"n only 10 
those who tried 10 derive such clarity from 1M ........ or from some fal .. 
preconceived opinion. 

II i. al", nO objection to<" SOmeone 10 make out thaI ouch ilems mighl 
appear false to God Or to an angel. For the evident darity of our pt"r­
ccptions docs nO{ allow u. to li5lClllO anyone who mak .. up this kind of 

."". 
There are other maner. which are perceived very clearly by our illldlect 

10 long as we anend to the arguments On which OIlr knowledsc of them 
depend. ; and we are therefore incapable of doubting them during this 
time. Rut We may forget the arguments in question and later remomhcl 
simply Ihe conclusion. which Were deduced from them. The qutstion wiD 
now ari .. a. to whether we pos .... the .. me firm and immutable c:onvk_ 
tio n concerning these condu.ion., when we . imply rc.:ollea thai they 
were prev;OIl.ly deduced from qu ite evident principl .. (ou r ability '0 all 
them 'c:onc1u.ion.' pr .. uppose!l .uch a lcmlltclion). My reply is that the 
required certainty i. indeed pos ...... d by thow whose knowledge of God 
enahl .. them to und .... t.nd that tM in.cll«tu.l faculty which he gave 
them anno. but tend loward. th. truth ; but Ihe required cw.inty i. not 
pounsed by orh.". Th i. point wa •• ",pl.ined 10 clearly at the end of ,he 



,,' 0" Mtd;r~lio" Fivt! 

Fifth Mtditalion' that it does no!: seem necnu.ry 10 add anything funkt. 
heR. [SeCD"d ReplieJ: CSM n laa-sJ 

• • • 

(Ui) I haye One funher worry, namely how the author avoid. In"""ing in a 
circle .......... he la)'l thai we: are sure that what we dearly and di llinctly 
puceivc is true only because God exun.l 

BUI 1ft can be lu.e thaI God cxi ru only beau~ .... c dearly and dil" 
tinedy p"=ivc this. Hen.." helore .... e can be SUR thar God exu .. , we 
OUghllD be ,101. 10 be sure that whatevor we I"'=ive <karly and evidently 
i. true. IF"",,!> Ob~aimtJ: CSM tl I so) 

Lully, as 10 .he faa that I was 110' guilty of circul.nry when I uid ,hat ,he 
only ua$Oo we hne for btins "urc thai what .... c dearly . nd d;,,;naly pH" 

(L46) .:dn ii ,,,,,, i. the faCl tha, God exilu, bUllhal we u" IUR Ihal God exislS 
only beau"" .... c pcraivc this cleuly: [ hovc al..,ady pvcn an .&qua.., vr­
planation of this point in my reply {DIM Second Obj«tions, ""he.., t made 
a c!inino;rion berw..,n what we in fact p",..,ive de •• ly and wh .. We 
..,,,,,,mber havinA perceived clearly on a previou. occasion.' To btgin 
wilh, we are 111« thaI God ex;s" l>tgu'W' We mend 10 the atgumenll 
which prove thil; but lubKquendy it is ClIO<Igh for Ulto remembtr that 
we per«iV<"d oo=thin,du,ly in order for UI 10 bt « n a;o ,hat;, is uuc. 
This would not be luf6cicnl if w. did not know thaI God ."ists and il not" 

a<kcciv. r. [Fo .. nhRepl~J:CSM!I 17 1] 

• Aboo."" . • lf. i O.Mtd.v,.bo<r<p . • I. ,s.. .boo<J'Po.o) . nd . OI. 



(ON MEDIT .... TlON SIX) 

[The rtal distin,tion bttween ,"i .. d lind bod)') 

How doa it follow, from thc fact thai he is awarc of nothins cIS( belons­
ing 10 his tuentt, Ihal nothing cIS( don in fact belong 10 ill' I mun 
confess Utall am somewhu slow, but I have bttn unable 10 find anywlt(,ll' 
in the Second Meditation an answer to this queslion. As far as 1 can 
prMr, however, the author don affcmpi a proof of thi, claim in Ihe Sixlh 
Meditation, sintt he lakes itlO depend on his having clear knowledge of 
God, whic:h be had no\: yel arrived at in the Second Meditation. This is 
how the proof goa: 

I blow tho ... .",hinl wtU.:h I clearly aDd di"incdy u~ond is oopohle '" 
bcinS cru,ed by Cod 10 11.0 ClOttUpO<I<I e.uctly with "'Y unoX .. lOndinS '" n. 
Hence tho fact 'hOI I can duorlr and distinctly IU10dermnd one thins apon from 
IlI\Oth(r is .noua:h fO mw .... «'ruin thot oM fWO thinp a'" di,tinCf, sin<r 'hq 
U. COPlhle of bani separated, at Le .. t by Cod. The quostion '" what kind 0/ 
power is required fO brinS l bout such. sepor.rioa cIoco IKM Iff«t tM i ..... ""'n' 
tha' the two thinp at< dillil>Cl ..• Now Oft 1M one hand I hive • d ... . nd 
diotin= id .. of "'rodl, in 00 lor ... I am >imply I thinki,,&. non-cxtmdod thins: 
and Oft oM om.. hlDd I h ... I distinct ideo 01 body, ;" 10 Iv II this is ";mply III 
oxWldod, non-thinkm, "'iIII- .... nd aCWfdinsly. i, is anain th •• I 1m ",.Uy 100 
distinct from m, body. """ CIJI .xis< withoul it.' 

We mUst rnllS( a linle hell', for it 5«II1S 10 melhat in Ihese lew words 
lies the o;rux of the wholr: dil/iC\1lty. 

first of all, if the major pll'miss of this syllogism is 10 1M: Iruc, il must 1M: 
taken 10 apply nor 10 any kind of knowledge of a Ihing, nor even 10 dear 
and dio.tinct Itnowkdge; it mUll apply ooI.ly.o knowledge which i. ad· 
equate. For our distinsuish..d author admits in hUt Il'ply to the thrologian, 
thll if om thins CIJI be <;anttiw<i dU.incdy and "parat(!y lrom al"lOrher 
'by an abstrao;tion of dw: inlellect whid! c:onccivcs the thinS inadcqualely', 
then this is sufficient for there 10 be a formal distinction belWttn the twO, 

but it does not Il'quill' Ihat thcll' 1M: a real distinction ..... n.d in ,he lime: 

pasuge he draws the followinS <;andu.ion: 
t Soc ".focc ........ P. 1. 

"" 

• 



B, <On'''''', I hi" • rompl ... "ndem.ndi",o! "'" ... body is wben L dUnk th.t it 
is "",I'd, oomethinl h""'goxt..,lion, .... pe . nd rnorion. and 1 dtnr thot it b .. 
an)'thing ""h ich belong> to the nature of. mind. Conv<n<Ly, I undenund tbe 
mind 10 be. O>mpk<. thing. ""hidl doubu, unde",.n<b, wiLL .. and 10 on,.,,<fI 
though L dtny rhat it h.s .ny of the: . .. "but ... whidl . r< <Onui".d in the: ide. of • 
body. H<t><o the •• is •••• 1 dntinction ben. . ...,.he: body and tile mind.' 

But oomcone may coil thi s mi""r premi" in,o douM and maintain that 
,he com:eption you have 01 youndl when you cOlI«ive 01 younclf 1$ a 
u,inking. non·e~t.n<kd ,hing i. an inadequa'. one; and ,he: .. me may be 
true of your conctption 01 youncW .. an extended. non-thinking thina. 
Hen« we muS, look at how u,i. is proved in the .. rlier pan o f the argu· 
men!. For J do oot think ,hallhi, maner is so dear that it should bo: as· 
sumrd wi,hou, proof as a fim principle that is not ,useeptible 01 
demon,,,a,ion. 

ASlo ,he fif$' pan o f your d aim, namdy ,ha, you have a romplet. un-
2.01 demanding of what a body i. when you .hink .ha, i, i5 merdy som<thina 

havina<x,ension, , hape, "",,;on <tc., and you deny ,hat it ha, any,hina 
which bo:longs to the nature of. mind, this prov .. little. For ,hose wl>o 
maintain ,hat our mind i, corporeal do not on tloat ICCOUn! sUPP"K that 
every body i. a mind. On ,heir view, body would bo: ",1 .. «110 mind a •• 
Benu. is rel.,«1 to • '!",cies. Now. Hmu. c<on be "<><Io .... ood apan lrom a 
lpecin, even il we deny of the genus what is pro!",r Ind p«IIliar 10 the 
.pecies _ hence lhe common maxim of logicians, "The ""Ption of ,he 
specin don not nqate the genu • .' Thus L COn understand 1M genus 
'ha""" apart from my undemanding of any 01 tM propenies which are 
peculiar to I cirde. It therdo .... main. to bo: proved that the mind COn be 
compl~tely and adequa,ely undemood apart I,om ,he body. 

J unnot $tt Inywhrre in the entire work an a'aumen. which could 
serve to prove thi, claim, apan lrom what i,.uUnted at ,he llqinnin,: <I 
can deny that any body exists, or thor the .. is any extended thing at all, yet 
it remain. anain to me that I exist, so lonB as lam making this denial Of 

thinkin, it. Hence I am I thinkin, thing, no, • body, and the body docs 
not bo:long to lhe knowledge I have of my.dl.'J 

Su, so far:u I an $tt, the only r .. ult that follows from thi. il that I can 
obtain somr knowl«lae o f mysel f withou, knowl«lgeol.he body. But;1 iJ 
no, y<t "anlpa.endy dear to m. that this knowl«lgr il complete and ad· 
equate, so .. to enable me to bo: cenain thor lam not mi .. aken in exclud­
ing body from my cosena. I shail explain the point by m.IM 01 an 
example . 

, "'" ~ tpI"" Io.T V" 'U; CSM " h. 
I •. . . , .•. ,""" body"ouwIi<d '" fmodl .. , ....... ). 
J No<.n.,.act ..-,rion. C/. Mtd. ",.bo... pp. 17-"· 



·'" 
S\lI'J">M'.ome<>ne kIlO ...... for anain Ihatlhe .n&le in a Kmi-cirdc ill a 

right angle, and hen« Ihal W uUnglc formed by this _naif and 1M diam-
eter of u.., cirde i. ';glll.anglN.1n spir.. of Ihi .. M may doubt, or not 1n 
hne grasped for ""nain, Ihllthe squ.re on the hypoccnuK i. equal to Ihe 
squares OfIlhc other two sides; inded he may even <kny this if h. i. mi.led 
by some fallacy. BUI now, if Iw: uses d •• same l'1urmnl as Ihal proposed 
by our iIIustrioul auillot, he IT\lIY 'pp¢lr 10 have confirmalion of his fal .. 
~Iief. as follows: 'J dearly and distincdy ~rcti~·, h. may ur. 'thll 1M J.01 
triangle i •• igllf-anglcd: bUll doubl1hatlhe "11,1 • ..., On the hypot"n ..... i. 
"qual to the Jqusrn on the Oilier fWD .ides; therefore ;1 doC'$ not beton, 10 
the UKIla of th. triangle thai 'M $<juaN: on iu hYPounI'S(' i.equaltn the 
tqllam on th. OIhe •• ides.· 

Apin, even if t deny that lhe squarc on Ih. h,potenu .. i. equal In the 
squa", on the Mlle. two ,ides, [nill remain OUfO thai the triangle;1 right· 
lOlled, and my mind ft'uiru .h~ dtat ~nd distinct knowkd,e th~1 OM of 
ill an"n is a tighc an"e. And given Ihallhis is so, not ~ycn God could 
brin, ic aboo, thar Ih. Irian". is IlO1 righc-a",lN. 

I nUgh ... ,ue from chi. chac .he property which I Ooubl, Of which can be: 
removed whilt luvin, my idea inIaC!, does nOl be:lon, 10 I~ ~ of 
th~ lrian"~. 

MoteO",r, 'I know', lay' M. Dnl;ann, 'Iha. (Vel')'lhin, which I clnrly 
and distincdy undemand is capable of bein, c<earN by God as 10 corre­
.pond exactly wich my understandi", of il. And hence the fact thll [can 
dearly and distinctly un<:krscand one Ihin, apan from another i, mough 
10 make me ~nain IhlllM twO thinp are diS!inct, sin~ they an apable 
of bc:in, 1efII"lIIed by God:' Yet ' dearly and dillincdy undersland Ihl! 
chis lrianr;k is right·an"ed, wilhou. understandin, thai the "Iuare on lhe 
hypol:cnuse i. e'lual .0 the "Iuarn on .he othf:f sidn. It follows on this 
reasonin, ru. God, at kal'. could crut. a right-an"td lrian&le with the 
"Iuare on irs hypoI:cnuse nol e<juallO Ihe squarn on the other sidn . 

• do !lOt s« any possible reply here, exa.pI Ihat !he penon in Ihil 
example don not c1tarly and distinctly perceive lhall~ lrian&le is ri,lu­
an"ed. Bllt how is my percfJlfion of the natlm of my mind any <;/carer 
than hi' per~ption of Ihe nllur. of Ih. Iriangle? He i. iu" na.ruin Ihlt 
!he Irian,1t in the semi..orck has one tigh. an&l. (which il lhe cril.rion of 
~ right·angltd lrian"e) as I am cenain rna. I exisc because ' am thinking. 

Now although Ihe man in .he eumple dearly and distinctly knows Ihat 
Ih. ltian". il righl-In".d, h. is wrong in .hinking thaI t~ afornaid re­
lationship between I~ oquar .. on Ih •• id .. docs no. bc:longlo ,he nalure 
of lhe lriangle. Similarly, although' clearly and di .. inctly know my nalure J.O) 

, M.d. VI •• boo. p. 14. 
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10 ~ oomcthillJl thaI Ihinks, may I, 100, nol perhaps ~ wrong in thinking 
thaI nothing elK ~Ionp 10 my nalute apart lrom 1M fact thaI I am a 
thinkillJl lhinll Perhaps lhe lact lhat I am ;m extended thing may also 
belong to my nature. {Fou,th Obi~d;""s: CSM H '40-31 

H(,.., my crilic a'lues that although I can obtain some knowlc-dge of 
mYKlf wi.hou. knowledge of 1M body, it does no! follow thaI this knowl· 
edge is Q:>mpkte and a<kqUale, so as to enabk me to be certain that I am u.. nol millaken in excluding body from my eoKIICC. H. explainl 1M poinl by 
wing Ih. example of a triangle inscribed in a ~mi·ci.cle, which we can 
deatly and dis<inctly understand to b. righl·.ngled although ....., do noI 

know, Of may even deny, th.t Ihe squ.,.., on ,he hypolenuK is equal to Ihe 
squatn on Ihe OIMt .idu. BUI we canllQl: inf« from Ihi. Ih .. lhe,.., <;O\Ild 
be • righ,·angled triangle IUch thaI ,he square on the hypotenuse il noI 

equal 10 the oquarn on 1M olher .ides. 
BUI thi. example differs in many .... peeI. from Ihe case under di ... 

cug ",n. 

Firsl of all, Ihough • uiangle un pe.hap. be laken roncreldy al a .ub· 
5Iance having a tri.ngular .ba"", it i. certain thaI the p,operty of having 
Ihe squa,.., On Ihe hypotenuse equal to tbe squlrn on th. OIher sides i. nO! 

•• ut>Sl a~. So nei,her Ihe lriangle nor ,he property can Ilt underslood II 
a complete Ihing in the way in which mind .nd body can be SO under. 
"ood; nOt can eilhe, ilem b. call~ a ' Ihing in tilt wnse in which I said ' il 
is cnough thai ["n understand one thing (Ihal is, a romplele thing) apart 
from ;mothe,· HC.' Thi. i. clear from Ihe p . ... ge wh ich comes nexl: 'Be· 
lide. [find in myself faculties' Hc. I did nOl .. y Ihal Ih .... laculti .. were 
Ib;",., bUI ca refully di"inguish~ them from Ihings or suMlancei. 

Secondly, although we can cleatly and di.tinctly understand Ihat a lri· 
angle in a semi-ci,cle i. righl· .ngl«l without being awa,.., ,hallh. squa,.., 
On ,he hypotenuse is equal to lhe squa .... on ,he o.htr twO ,id .. , We 
canOOt have a cle .. undemanding 01 a triangle h .. ing ,he square on in 

us hyporcnuse equal 10 lhe squara on ,he o,her sides wilhou' ar the Jame 
rim. being aware th~, i, is ,iglu·anglcd. And y~' ~ can clearly and dis­
tinctly per«ive tht mind wi,houl Ihe body .nd Ihe body wilhout the 
mind. 

Thirdly, although il is po"iblelO hue a ron«p' of a ,n.ngle iMCribed 
in a Itmi-citde which don not includt ,he fact that lhe squart on the 
hypotenoue is equal 10 the squarcs on the ""her sid .. , it i. no! po .. ibk 10 
hue a ron«pl of 'he triangle such thaI no ratio at all i. understood 10 
hold between Ihe squat. On lhe hypo'enuse and the squares on Ihe OIher 

, M«I. VI, ,boY. p. H . 
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.. des. Hena:. though w~ may be unaware. of whal thai ratio is, we cannot 
.... , rhalany sivm ratio docs not hold unleu we dearly undemand mu it 
docs not belonS 10 the uianglc; and ",he", .... ratio is on< of equaliry. this 
can never be undtntood. Ye1 the Q)l)<;Cpt of body indudes noth'nl at aU 
"'hid! belongs to the mind, and .... contq)1 of mind includts norhin,'1 
all which belongs 10 the body. 

So although l ... id 'il i. enough thaI [ClIn .:karl,. and distilledy under­
lund one thin,IJ>J." from another' etc., one cannoc SO on 10 argue 'yet I 
dearly and di&tinaly understand thUlhillriangle is risllt-angled without 
undemanding Ihal the square on the hYJlOlcnUK' etc. There are dll'~ 
ruson. tor this. Fin!, the "'";0 bttwecn the 5CjUUC on the hyp<.>fetlU$e and 
the squaTn on the other sides ;1Il0'l a «m1pktc thing. S«ondJy, We do not 

cleady undent.nd .... ratio 10 be equal ex«pt in the calle of a righr-ll!IsJed 
trill!lJlc. And thirdly, there i. no way in which the triangle c,n be dis­
tirw.:tly umknrood if the ratio which olHain. between the squarc on the 
hypolfnllK and the sqo.mn on .... oo.u sides is said 001 to hold. 

Bu! now I musl explain how the mere fact that [ can dearly and dis- :1.16 
tinctly underiland OM subslan« apJn from anodl~r is enough 10 make 
me comain that OM exdudn the ocMr.' 

The answer is tha, thr notion of a swtmana is just this_ that il can exist 
by ilKlf, that is withOUI the aid of any other subslan~. And th= is no one 
who hu ~~er pe.ooyed twO sulmanc:es by mUM of IWO diffel'flll con­
«ptI without judging that th~ are really distinct. 

Hm«, had I nOi bttn looking for yearcr th.n Oldinary ~n.inty, I 
should have been COnrcnt In han sbown in the Second Meditation thai 
the mind can be underslood as a subsisling thing despite the faa thai nom­
ing beJonginSln 1M body is a"ribliled In iI, and That, CODnnciy, lhe body 
can be undemood as. subsisti"l! thinS dcspirc the fact thai nothing be­
lon&ing to the mind is allribuled 10 il. 1 should han.dded nothing more 
in order 10 demonSltal~ Ihal Ihere i. a real distinction between the mind 
and the body, sin« we commonly judge that the order in which thinp 1ft 

mutually relaled in our perception nf them wrre.ponds 10 the: order in 
whid. they arc relaled in actual reality. BUI onc of the exaycraccd doubts 
which I put forward in 'M Fi n , Meditation wen, so far uto make il im­
possible for me 10 becctUin nf ,hi. ycry paml (namclywhet:her thinlS do 
in reality COITcspond to our perception of them), so long as [ wU suppa&­
ina myself 10 be ignoraot of lhe aUlhol of my being. And this is why every­
thing I wrotc on the . ubject of God and truth in the Third, Fourth and 
Fifth Meditations conlribut., to the conduslon that there i. a real dirtinc· 
rion between the mind and the body, whid! I finaUy CSlablw.cd in the 
Sixth Medilation. 

, O. Mal. VI ....... p. 14. 
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U7 And ytt, uy" M. Arnauld, 'I have a dear unck .... and'ns of a trian&lt 

.. , 

inscribtd ,n a ..""i--circle wilhoul knowi"ll thallhe squue on the: hypoce· 
nusc i. ntUallo the: squar •• o n th. od>c •• ides: It iunIC that the triangle i. 
intellis'ble even though we do not think 0/ the rIIio which oblain. be· 
lWet:n the: squa.e on the: hypotenuse and the squncs on the othe:r .ides; 
but it i. not intelligible thaI this ra,io should be denied of ,he trian&le. In 
1M casc 0/ Ihe mind, by contrast, not only do we unclcf"ll.nd ilto ni., 
wi'Mutthe body, but, what is more, all the a!tribute> which belong to a 
body can be denied of it. For il i. of Ihe nature of SUMllncellh .. lhey 
ohouldmuruallyncludeoneanother. [Fol/w, Replia: CSMI! ' S74'l 

• • • 
w. asle you to provide in addition a uliabl •• ul. and some fi.m crit •• ia 
which will mah u. utterly .ure of the following point: when we undc.· 
.,and oomnhingemire:ly apm from sorm otherthing, in ,he way you.x.. 
scribe, iI it indeed ecruin ,h .. the OM i. so distina from the other that 
lhey could subsist apart - II least through ,he power of God?' That il, 
how can We know for sure, clearly and distinctly, that whe:n Our imeUea 
m.kcsthi. distinction, the distinction docs not arise 501.ly from the imel­
lea but ariSCI from th. nature: of the things themselyu? For when We con· 
'empla", the immen.ity o f God while no< thinking of hi. junia, or when 
we contemplate hi. ni.,en.cc when not thinking of the Son or the Holy 
Spirit, do we not have a complete perception of Ih .. ni.,en.cc, orof God 
as exi"ing, entire:ly apart from th. olher Person. of the Trinity? So could 
no< an unbeliever deny that these Persons belong to God on the nrm 
r •• oonin, that leads you to deny tbatth. mind or theu,ht belungs to ,h. 
body? If anyone condudes thu,h. Son.n.d tbe Holy Spirit.", CI$trI.ially 
di,rinct from God the Fatber or ,hat they can be sepa.ated f.om him, thi. 
will be an unsound infcrc:ncc; and in th. $.1m. way, no one will yant you 
thaI thought, or the: human mind, i. distinct from the body. despit. lhe: 
fa<;! that you conccive one apart from the: other and deny the: one of lhe: 
other. and de'pi", your belief th .. thi. docs not come about .imply 
through an abstraction of your mind. [Six/h Object;o".: CSM II ~hl 

When, on the baw of the: argurmnts SCt Out in these Mcclil1ltionl, I fim 
d.ew the conclllSion that the human mind ;1 really difti"" from tbe body, 
bene/ known ,han ,he body, .nd so on, I was compelled to acccptthese re· 
wlu bc<;ause everything in the re:asonin, Wat coherent and was inferred 
f.om quite evident p.inciples in acoordanee wilh th. rules of logic. Bu. I 
conic .. that for .lIthlt J was not entirely convinced; I was in ,he .arm 
plight as astronormrs who have e$lablished by a'iumen. that the .un i, 

, Q. Mod. v, .• boY< p. ! •. 



Mi"a ana !>oJ)' '" 
oeverallimes larger Ihanlh. eanh, and yCl nill can!lOl pr .... ellllhemoe1ves 
judging thai il is .malk., when they actually look al iL How ..... r, I wenl 
on from he"" and proceWed 10 apply lhe: .am. fundamental principles to 
the ronsidtrarion of physical things. Fir.t I a".n~ to the idtas or 
notions 01 each panic:ular thing which I lound wilhin myse1/, and I care· 
fully distinguished them one from the olh.r so thai all my judgements 
should ml'ch them. I obKrved as. mulllh" !>OIhing whateve. belongs 
to the roncqn of body ex~pt lhe fact that it is somnhing which has 
length, b",adlh .nd deplh and is capabk of variou. •• hapes and morianl; 
mormv.r, ~ .... pes and motion. are merely mode. which nO PO""" 
what ..... '.;an .;ause .o ..,.is. apan from body. Bu. rolours, .... ell ... u, .. 
and so on, are, I observed, merely anain sensa.ions which aist in my 
thoughl, and a", a. diff.",m from bodies a$ pain is different from the 
shape: and mocion of lhe wnpon which p.oduces il. And lastly, I observed 
Ihll heavi ...... and hardn ... and Ih. pow.r 10 heal 01" 10 ,nr-act, Or to 

l"'11e, and all the ocher '1ualiti .. which w. expc:ricna in bodi .. , conlin 
solely in the mOlion of bodin, or its allse""", and lhe ronfiguration and 
situation of th.ir parts. 

Sil\a: these opinion. were completely different from those which I had 44' 
p •• viously held r.garding ph)'1ical thinS", I next began to romidtr whll 
had led nx to .ake a different view befon:. The p.incipal cau.." t dis· 
rovered, WlI.lhis. From infancy I had madt a variety of judgements aboul 
ph)'1icaJ Ihings in so far as lhey ronlribuled 10 pr.Krving th.life which I 
Was embarking on; and subsequenlly I rClained the urn. opinions I had 
originally lormed of these Ihings. 8uI althal as. lhe mind employed Ih. 
bodily organ. It:u ro.t«Ily Ihan il now don, .nd was mo •• firmly 
"uehed 10 them; hena: il h.d no though .. apart from Il>c:m and pc:rcc-ived 
thinp only in a ronfulCd manne •. Although il wu aware 01 its own 
nam", and had withio itKlf an idea of though. as well as an ide. of exlen· 
sion, il n"""" exercised i" intellect on an)'lhing withOllI at the same lime 
picturing something in Ih( imagination. II therdo", look thoughl and 
ext(nsion 10 be 0 .... and th ... me Ihing, and .d.rred to the body all 1M 
notions whith il had con«ming things relaled 10 the inlellect. Now I had 
nrv.r &«<1 myself from Il>c:se pr«tH>cc-iv(d opinions in III •• life, and 
hence Il>c:re was noching that I kMW with suf6cient disrinctncu, and IMre 
was nothing I did IlOI IUPP"K to be rorporea!; how"""", in the.;a .. of 
those very things th.I]IUPposod 10 be rotpoful, .he ideas Of ronccp" 
which I formed were fm[U(mly such as 10 ~fer to mind. rather than 
bodictl. 

Fo. example, I rotKeivfd 01 gNvity' as if i. were some sort of ... 1 qual· 
ity, which inhered in solid bodies; and although I "ned il a 'quality ', 

r w. ,...m... Iru-r.u, ...... u-.. 
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th~...,by rd.rring ;110 the bodies in which i. ioi>crN, by adding tha. " was 
'rul'] w .. in faCllhinlcing Iha. i, wu a ,uMla"",. In thc ume woy cloth· 
ing, rega rded in indf, i. a sub5lancc, even thoush when referred 10 II", 

441 man who we.,... iI, il i,. quality. O r again. the mind, eYen though;, i. in 
fact •• ubSlance, On nonetheless be said 10 be a quality of ,h. body 10 

which il i. joined. And ahhough I imagined ""vity 10 be scanered 
Ihrouglwul 1M whole body that is heavy, I ni11 did no! anribute 10 i. 11M: 
extension which constitutes , .... nolure of • body. Fort'" true extmsion of 
• body is such U 10 ".dud. any iO ...... lI(lra.ioo of ,h. paru, whell'U [ 
tMUghT ,h., ,h • ..., was ,h. ""me amount of ,n.iry in • ,cn fOOl pitc<: of 
wood •• in one fOOl lump of gold or OIMI m .... I--indttd I thought ,h., 
1M whole of thc g.a.;1y could be contr3cred to • mathematical point. 
Mol'«lv", I ."w Ihall .... grll.ity, while remaining rocK.en"; •• wilh lhe 
heavy body, oould exercise all if> /oroe: in anyone: put 01 d.e body: for il 
the body were hung from a rope anachedro any part of it, it would nill 
pull the rope down with all if> foroe:, iun a. if all the gravity existed in rhe 
parr actUally rouming rhe rope instead of being Kanered rhrough rhe 
remaining pam. This is exactly the way in which [ now understand rhe 
mind to beooextenoive wilh rhe body-the whole mind in rhewhole body 
and the whole mind in a nyone of if> part •• RUI whal makes il e$p«i.l1y 
d.ar .ba. my idea of gravity wu ",k~n ta'll"ly from rhe;do. I had of 'M 
mind i. Ih. fact Ihal I rlloughl lhal gnvity carri.d ~ies towards Ihe 
CCnt", of 1M unh .. if il had 50= knowledge of 1M ccnt", wilhin itself. 
For Ihi. surdy could nor happen w ithour knowledge, and rhe", can be no 
knowledg •• xcept in. mind. N.v.nhdtSs J con,inu«i.o apply to "avit)' 
yarious otMt a"ribu,tS which canno' bc undrrstood '0 .pply '0 • mind in 
,hi. w.y _ fot example if> being divisible, measu",ble and so on. 

Rut t.rer on I m.de the oblerv.rions which led me 10 make a "'rdul 
443 diSlitKtion between the ideo of Ih. mind .nd 1M ide" of~y and corpo­

",al mOl:inn: and I found Ihal aU Ihow OI:M. ideas of ' ... 1 qualities' or 
',ubstanli.I/otm.' which I h.d previously Mid were ones whicb 1 had JI'II 
I"",th.r or const",cted from those ba.ic ideal. And thus I v.ry usily 
freed myself from all the doubts that my critics he", PUt forward. Fin! of 
all, I did not douht thot I ·h.d. d.ar idea 01 my mind ·, lina I had a dos,e 
inlll:' ..... amte$$ of it. No. did I doubt th • • ·,hi, idea was qu ite difkrml 
from the ideas of other ,hinS"·, and thai 'il con.ajned n<Khingof a C01"pO" 

",.t natu re'. Fo. I had also looked fort",e idus of al1thesc ·<KMrthinS"', 
and I appeared to have SOme ~ral acquaintance with all of them: yn 
everything I found in lhem W aJ complndy diff .... nr from my idea of the 
mind. Moreover, I found that the distinction between things IUch a, mind 
and body, wh ich appeared dis.inct .... en though I a"entively thoughl 
about both of lh.m, i, mueb greater ,han the distinction between thinS" 



us 
wbid! are sud! that wl\(,n we think of both of Ihem we do I'I<H I« how one 
.;an exist apan from the other (evm though we may be able to undenund 
one without thinking of the ocher). Fo. example, we can undenland Ihe 
inunu&unble grcameu of God e.'cn clK>ugh we do 1>01 atlend fO his 
juJt:icc; bill if we attend to both, ;1 is quite sdf-.:on.radktory 10 IUppose: 
that he is immeasurably gr.at and yet nOI JUSt. Again, it is possible 10 hav. 
trUe knowled~ of tile mlen« of God even though we lack knowledge of 
the Penons of the Holy T rinily, linee the laner can be perceived only by a 
mind which faith hili illuminated; yet when We do perceive them, I deny 
that it is in~ltigjb!c to IUppoK thaI there is a real di.rinction ~n 
them, al trast u far III the divine elsena: i. concerned, although such a <444 
distinction may be admined .. In as Ihd. mU!\Ial rduionship iii OOn­
~m<d. 

Finally, I wu no! afraid of being so pr~pit'd with my method of 
analysis that [ might have made the mistake suggested by my criri<::J: 
seeing thar there arc 'ccnain bodies which do not think' (or, rath.r, deliriy 
undemanding Ihal certain bodi .. con exi,! without thought),1 p~~rnd, 
they daim, to U5C'rt thar though, does IlOt ~long to tM naturc 01 thc 
body ratMr than to noria thai tMrc a~ «rUin bodie, namdy human 
0"", which do think, and 10 in lcr Iha! thOUghl il a mo<k of tM body, In 
faa I have never secn or perceived thac human bodi .. think; all I havc s«o 
i, that there lie human MinB', who possess both thought and a body, 
This hippen' as a result of a thinking thing" ~ing combined with a COr­
poreal thing: I perceived Ihis &om the faa that when I examined a think­
ing thing on its own, I discovcred IIO'1hing in il which ~!onged to body, 
and similarly wMn I conside~d corpo~al naru~ on its own I d;scov~ 
110 thoughl in it, On the contrary, wMn [examined. all th. modes ofbody 
Ind mind, I did !lOt observe a lingle mode th. COIIapr of which did 1101 
depc:nd on tM concept of u.. thingnf whid> it was a mode, Also, the faa 
that we o"en II« TWO things joined togelher does not license: the in~rena 
thlt they are one and lhe urn.; but Ihe faa that we IOmHim .. obK .... e 
one of u..m apart from tM other enrirdy justifies the inferentt thai they 
I~ diffcrcoc, Nor should the power of God deter UI &om malcing this 
infcrena, For il i, a conceprual contradiction to ,uppose that twO things 
.... hich "". clearly pc:rceive as different lhould become one and the umc 
(that ;. imrinsiCilly one and the .ame, ... opp<>$ed to by combination); this •• S 
i$ no leu a contradiction than 10 SUJIPO$C that TWO things which arc in 110 

way distinct .hould ~ separated. Hentt, if God hll implanled 1M po~r 
of thought in eeruin bodi .. (II h. in ba has done in the case of human 
bodic,), then M can «'move thi. power &om thcm, and hence il uill 
remainl KaUy distinct from them, 
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